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Ome have wonared , whilſt others Trinmph't, 
and a late Writer particularly hath vainly 
boaſted, ina certain * Letter to a Friend, that * Publiſht at 
Two great Doftors of the Engliſly Church, © __ 

hid baffled their Adverſaries of Rome even to the 

ſilencing of that Party, and all this was becauſe the 

Diſcourſe againſt Tranſubſtantiation lay ſo long un- 

anſwer'd. The _ account, that I can give of the [0 


long ſilence, is, that the 'more conſiderate knew, that 
the ſaid Diſcourſe contained no new matter, but only 


what had been wery often objected againſt us ſince the 


Pretended Reformation of the Engliſh Church, and 
as often fully Anſwered, as alſo, that there hav? been 
(a) two large Volums Writen by a Learned Catho- 
lic Author, and (b) cited by th: Diſcourſer him- 
| ſelf, wherein the Objeftions againſt Tranſubſtintia- 
tion are put mich further than this late Diſcourſe 
urges them, and all clear'd beyond the Power of an 
fold Anſwer ; and we find none for many Tears laſt 
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(2) Mr. 4rntuls 
two laſt Vos- 
lums concer- 
ning the Per- 
petuity of the 
Faithy Tc. 
(b) Pa. 42. Of 
the Iiſcourſe 
again' Tran- 


ſt (u\ltantiation, 
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pet ſo much as offer'd «t againſt the ſaid Treatifes 


nor yet to 4 more compendions one Entitled, A Ra- 
tional Diſcourſe concerning Tranſubſtantiation 
Publiſh't 1676. In which the chief Objeftions repeated 
ſince by the Diſcourſer are fully clear'd, Moreover , 
the Dottrin of the Engliſh Church concerning the Real 
Preſence being no leſs vigorouſly attacqut by the late 
Diſcourſer, than that of the Roman Catholic, it was 
thought more proper, that ſome of them ſhould have 


firſt returw'd an Anſwer to it, becauſe 9” had the 
e 


greater Reaſon to reſent the injury done: them, ſince 
a wound from a pretended Friend is more grievous 


than from a profeſt Adwver ſary. 

Indeed, I would not have the Genuin Sons of the 
Exeliſh Church to think, that we differ ſo much with 
them in this Point, as ſome by omcig the 
thing, would make us to do, ſeeing that they do acknow- 


Reſp. ad Apol. ledge with Biſhop Andrews, prxſentiam non minus 
Sells 7+ P*11s quam nos veram ; no leſs True Preſence of Chriſts 


e? 


Body in the Sacrament, than we do, ard I am 


ſure that is True enough; our difference with them, 


(who deny Conſubſtantiation, as ts manifeſt from 
their Writings,) being only about the not admitting 
the Word Tranſubſtantiation, whereas they have ſs 
long freely acknowledged the thing, For if the Body 
of Chriſt be Really preſent in the Sacrament, and not 
mith the Jpferct of Bread, -it muſt be there without 
it, unaer the External Species only of Bread, and con- 


ſequently ſuch a change of ſubſtance as the Catholic 


Church calls Tranſubſtantiation , muſt certainly be 
made ; and there can be no other Senſe gives of that 
Real Preſence which hath been received in their 
Church, | 


Now 
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Now, that the Real Preſence of Chrifts Boay, to: 
ether with it's Vertue and Efficacy, ts the acknow- 
teaged Belief of the Greateſt and moſt Learned Per- 
ſons of the Engliſh Communion ts * certain, notwith- * vil. Two 
ſtanding the weak endeavor of an tmperfett Anſwerer P'\courſes 
to the Animadverſions upon the Alterations of their the Atoration 
Rubrick lately Publiſht, to ſhew the contrary, Which of our Blefſed 
that it may the more plainly appear , I ſhall a44 one _— uy = 
Obſervation made by a Famed Doftor of their Church, «2. of the 
which will be the more Authentick, becauſe it was drawn ws 442% 4 
from their Recoras, ford, — Sg 
It was propoſed , ſaith this * Doftor, to have* Dr.Burrer in 
the Communion Book, vis. That put forth in the j* 1.9Y 0 
beginning of Queen Elizabeths Reign, lo contriv'd, tion Part 2. 
that it might not exclude the Belict of the Cor- Þ 399; Ott 
poral Preſence : ( Tadoubt not, but thty meant after a paige id 
Spiritual manner, as Catholics do ſuitably to St. Paul See allo Dr. 
who aſes the words Spiritual Body 70 ſignifi? a Rel ang 4a 4 
Boay exiſting after a Spiritual manner) For the ming - the 
chief Deſign of the Queens Council was to unite Ftroduction. 
the Nation in one Faith, and the Greater part of 
the Nation continued to believe ſuch a Preſence ; 
(which however ſeems to have been determin'd againſt. 
intheir former Articles and Rubrick.) Thereupon, 
the Rubrick that explain'd the reaſon for kneel- 
ing at the Sacrament, that thereby no Adoration 
1s intended to any Corporal Preſence of Chriſts 
Natural Fleſh and Blood, -becauſe that is only in - 
Heaven, which had been in King Edwards Litur- | 
gy, is lefr out — * And in the Article about the *pare 2. of 
Lords Supper the Retutation of the Corporal Pre- Hiſt. Retorm. 
ſence was by Common conſent left out. — And in *'7 
the next Convocation the Articles were —_— 
With. 
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without them , of which, he zel/s us, he had ſeen 
the Original. Now, whatſocver this Dottor (whoſe? 
uſual Practice it hath been, like the Snake inthe Fable, 
to bite and betray thoſe that have cheriſht him) pre- 
tends to know of a Secret concerning this matter , 
(for which he doth not bring the leaſt proof or Authority, 
whereas he had ſeen the Original tobe an evidence 0 
what he had before ſaid,) yet for my part I have more 
Deference for the Engliſh Church, than to believe that 
the Real Preſence of Chrifts Body in the Sacrament 
was, after ſo much conſideration about the matter , 
(now behold the ſecret comes out,) left as a ſpecula- 
tive Opinion, as he ſazrh, and not determin'd, but 
every Man left to the freedom of his own mind, 
| becauſean expreſs Definition againſt the Real Pre- 
ſence might drive from the Church many who 
were {till of that perſwaſton. For then thoſe ſtu- 
aiouſly alter'd Articles and Rubrick had only been made 
as 4 Trap to draw Mem into Idolatry, and keep them in 
it, if you wil! believe ſome of the great Modern Wy; 
t rs who liv? in Communion, at preſent, with the Eng- 
liſh Church, and yet deny that Real Preſence, which 
was both '/a. Qaten Elizabeths time, and ever ſince 
beliced in that Church , and tax thoſe with Iavlatry 
who Worſhip Chiift thus preſent. Therefore we have 
good Reaſon to allow, what he tells ns i -rwards, that 
lome (we cre ſure that many of the n:oſt Learned a- 
79227 them) have fince truly inferr'd, that the 
Chict Paſtors of the Church did then diſapprove 
. ofthe Detinition made in King Exawarasrtime, and 
that they were for a Real Preſence. 
And of this wectn male zo donbt, when we peruſe 
the Viritinas of thoſe Paſtors, who ſucceeding them - 
$1115 
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this wery time, h we given ſo full an account of their 
Fuith inthis we'ghty inſtunce, and yet have p:ſt un- 
cenſur'd, nay, hve been of greateſt eſteem in their 


Church. And how indeed can we imagin, that Men of 


the leaſt ſincerity would leave an Article of infinite 
concern to Mens Immortal Souls in ſo undeterminat 4 
Senſe, that Chriſtians might believe, which they pleasgd, 
either that Chriſts Boy was thus Really preſent in 
the Sacrament , which, if. it were not, they incur; d 
th: guilt of eroſs Idvlatry, or that it was not ſo, which 
if Really it was, they were guilty of Infid:lity, in not 


believins Onr Lord upon his Word ; ani a tlreach of 


the firſt Commaname ut, in not Worſhippins the ſecond 
Perſon in the Trinity, preſenting himſelf to us in this 
Sacrament , accorainz to that ſaying , of the Great 
* St. Augtſtin concerning this matter ; Peccamus 
non adorando, We ſim in not Worſhipping ? Such an 
Equivacation as this, in an Aſſemily of Chriſtian Pa- 
ſtors, upon the propoſal of ſo great a Point, muſt needs 
have been of far more dangerons conſequence to Chriſti. 
ans, than the Ambiguous Anſwers of the Delphic 
Oracle, were to the Heathen World, TM far thea the 
buſineſs is clear'd, that the Real, and not Virtual Pre. 


* ſence onlyof Chriſts Body in the Sarrament, was the 


Dottrin of” the Engliſh Church ; for what ſome Men 

among ſt them of preat Latitude in Belief have main- 

taind to the contrary, aoth not prejudice the truth which 

the more ſound of that Communion have generally af- 
erted, 

And notwithſtanding, that their Late Clergy in the 
Year, 1661. in compliance to the Diſſenting Party, 
by the chief management of the late Lord Shattsbury's 
Poligic Spirit , were induced after hard ſolliciting 
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fo -yeceive ay Additional Declaration, (tho) not Print. 
ed in their Rubrick Letter,) at the end of their Com- 
mupion Service, yes, fince they would not by any means 
be brought to receive the former Declaration of Kin 

Edward the Sixth's time, without the change of > 
words [Tt is here declared that no Adoration 1s here 
intended or ought to be done unto any Real and E[- 


ſential Preſence of Chriſts Natural Fleſh and Blood} 


znto theſe which follow [ It is here declared, that no 
Adoration 1s here intended or ought to be done, 
either unto the Sacramental Bread and Wine there 
Bodily Received, or unto any Corporal Preſence 
of Chriſts Natural Fleſh and Blood ] the words 
Real and Eſſential, as you ſee , being changed into, 
Corporal ; this cannot but reaſonab!y E imigin'd t0 
be done out of Caution to the Preſent Church, her main- 
taining ſtill > Real and Eſſential Preſence of Chrifts 
Boay in the Sacrament ; whereas thoſe in the latter 
time of King Edward ſeerp to have denied it. More- 
over, tho? it be ſaid in this laſt Declaration, that the 
Sacramental Bread and Wine remain ſtillin their 
very Natura] Subſtances, and therefore may not 
be Adored, yet if by Natural Subſtances or Eſſences 
here is no more meant, (as the words may very well be 
underſiood, and are ſhewn by Catholics to be underſtood 
in the Authoritizs of Theodoret , and Gelaſius, ) 
than the external and ſenſible Eſſences , or properties 
of Bread ana Wine, and not the internal Subſtance, 
or Eſſence, this Declaration will not be repugnant, et- 
ter tothe Real Preſence or to Tranſubſtantiation, 
and the Adoration will be terminated neither on the 
Internal or External Eſſences of Bread and Wine, but 


upon Chriſt the only begotten We of Goa, Really Pre. 
ſent 
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ſent in the Bleſſed Sacrament , which the * Council * Can. 6. de | 


of Trent it ſelf hath declared tobe the Senſe of the F*cboiie in 

Catholic Church as to the Point of Adoration, progpies can 
Again, if the laſt part of this Declaration, where. iftum unt- 

in it ts ſaid, that the Natural Body and Blood of Flum nor 

Chriit are in Heaven and not here; it being a- 'rie adorazdumy 

gainlt the Truth of Chriſts Natural Body to be at 

one time in more places than one, be yet urg'd, 


to prove, that the above mentiowd Real Preſence 


| of Chriſt: Body in the Euchariſt is not at preſent the 


Do#trin of the Engliſh Church. I anſwer, that where- 
as it ts there ſaid, that the Natural Body and Blood 
of Chriſt are in Heaven, and not here, meaning 
in the Sacrament ; if by Natural Body be there un- 
derſtood Chriſts Body, according to the Natural man- 


.ner -of a Bodtes being preſent, and according to which, 


tho* in a glorified ſtate, it atFually exiſts in Heaven, 
we do not ſay, that the Boay of Chriſt is here in the 
Sacrament in that natural manner, any more than the 


Doftors of the Engliſh Communion ; but if no more 


be mean't by the words, Natural Body , but the very 
true azd (as we may call it) Eſſential Body of Chriſt, 
tho' preſent in a ſupernatural manner, proper to the 


| Sacrament, it is avery bold aſſertion to ſay abſolutely, 


that it is againſt the Truth of it to be ſo, or that this 

cannot pofibly be true, ſince we know ſo little to what 

the Omnipotence of God, which could convey thus wer 

Body into the Room , where the Diſciples were, the 

Doors being faſt ſhut,can extend it ſelf,and yet the Body 

be the very ſame Body 7» verity of Nature which 1s 
in Heaven ; the Preſence of which #» the Sacrament aut 
a late Eminent * Author of the Exzliſh Church (a) ſufs ſeveral Con- 


: IR .—_ - 1 ferences, 5c. 
fictently intimates , that ſome ( he might have ſaid a) Pit, 
A ver y 
/ 
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very many) oftheir Divines have maintain'd; nor- 
withſtanding the vain endeavors, which the Anſwerer 
ro the Treatiſe, Printed at Oxford, to ſhew the ſen. 
timent of the Church of England Divines in this Point, 
has usd to wreſt them to another Sepſe : For after 
"ES having told us his own Opinion, Viz. that all which 
the Dottrin of his Church (meaning the Church of 
England) implies, isGnly a Real Preſence of Chriſt's 
Inviſible Power and Grace, ſo in and with the Ele- 
ments, as by the Faithful receiving of them, to 
convey Spiritual and Real Effects to the Souls of 
Men, he /ubjoyns, ifany one yet thinks, that ſome 
at leaſt of our Divines have gone farther than this, 
z, e. doſeem to ſpeak of the Preſence of the very 
ſame Body which is in Heaven, let them know, 
* See their 28 ſays hezit is the * DoCctrin of our Church I am to de- | 
_ EI: fend, and not of every particular Divine in it. Now | 
firms the nody 41110” by thoſe wary terms, of every particular Di. 
of Chris robe vine, and ſeeming to ſpeak, he enaeavors what he 
i ed on ,, can both to diminiſh the aumber, and theiy clear acknow- 
E my” 
Supper after an tedgment of the Preſence of the ſame Body in the Sa. 
Heavenly and Cy axgent which is in Heaven, yet he conld nor but 
wt png >; trow that the Aſſerters of gt were ery many , and ; 
tec. where it ftiff aye, even fince the Declaration, and ſuch as may ; 
- _ bs preſumed to kuow the meaning of 1t, as cunningly 
ody and Blood oft : 
of Chrit are worded as it 6s, as well, if not better than himſelf”, and 


verily and in for rhis, beſides what 1 have had ty particular converſe 


Pals | | [ S—_ | 
wane mts with diver : Iwill appeal to the ſfmcerit of thoſe who 


forecited Au- hawe heard the Determwunations which have been made 


| hor doth not by their Learned Profeſſors in the Publick Schools of 


this Doltrin. both thetr Univerſtties, eVEer ſince this laff Declara- 
tion was receiy)d, whether they arewot fully ſatisfied, 

that they have been much more Poſitive for a Real woe) 

CIICE 
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ſence of Chriſts Body in the Sacrament, in a further 


Senſe than the abovementioned Author, and others in 
their Late Diſcourſes againſt "30 (00-000 de. 
clare themſelves tobe. And I have the rather given 
the Senſe before expreſſed of the laſt clauſe of their new 
Declaration, which indeed is theonly one it can truly 
bear, becauſe the Catholic Church Authoriſeth it in 
the * Conncil of Trent , by Declaring there, that * Sell. 13. 
theſe two things are not inconſiſtent , viz. that ©," N*4* 


T0 Z x ; 4” enim hac inter 
Our Saviour according to his Natural way of Exiſt- /+ pugnazr, | 


. ing, ſhould fit at the Right hand of his Father in #4 mdur 


exiſtendi natu- 


Heaven, and that he ſhould be in the ſubſtance ,;jn $4440. 
Preſent to us Sacramentally, by that manner of rem nofrum in 


, | . * celu a/ſidere 
Exiſtence ; which altho! it can {carcely be expreſ- 77 We 


ſed in words, yet our mind enlightened by Faith i & nob 


can be brought to conceive , that it is poſſible pr. gs yo 
. | CH» 
with GoJ. tem Sacrame?n- 
| taliter, ea exi- 
Nendi raiom; quam et{e verbis exprimert vix poſſumus, poſſibilem 1amen ee Deo cogitt- 
tione per fidem illuftrata aſſequi poſumus. 


I hope therefore, that Chriſtian Charity may in tine 
put 4 happy end to the tedious Diſputes, which have been 


ſo long held about the Bleſſed Sacrament ; that ſo 


the Sacred Symbo's of Peace and Unity may no longer 
be made the Subjeit of Contention, Eſpecially ws 

we conſider, that tho”, when the * ſtrange Opinion, of « p,gy\fus 
there being only ſome certain Vertue, of Chrilts zpif. ad Fru- 


x | + COAT mnn— 
Body in the Sacrament, and not that very Body It afporgund vi 


| | Innt quidem 
ninc dicere, non in re effe veriratem carnis Chriſti, vel Sanguinis; ſed in [WE ate, virtutem 
quandam carnis © non carn'm, —— concerning «hich Real Prelence itis ſaid: Uſque ad 
pre/ens nemo deerraſſe legitur, miſs qut de Chriſto erraverunt, and futher —— @uamvis ex boc 
quidam de ipnorantia errent,” nemo tamen eft adhuc in aperto, qui hoc itz ege contradicat, quod 
torus orbis credit © confitetur. 


4a 2 ſelf 


| | 
| 
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ſelf was firſt privately held, about eight hundred and 
eighteen Tears after our Saviours time, by ſome Per- 
ſons that erred through ignorance, yer they were 
aſham*d publickly to contradift, as ſome in this laf 
Age have done, that Real Preſexce which the whole 
Chriſtian World believ'd and confeſt, and coxcer- 
ing which none had ever before erred 7 the Church, 
but thoſe who had erred concerning Chriſt him- - 
ſclf. Likwiſe, that altho* the fourth Great Council 
of Lateran, 0xe of the Greateſt which ever was held in 
the Chriſtian World, that they might put an exd tothe 
contentions then ariſen, and maintain Chriſtian veri- 
ty, and peace amongſt the Faithful, did in declarin 
the Faith of | the Church concerning the Bleſſed Sa- 
* De Chriſo crament make nſe of the word * Tranſubſtantiated, 
1s wp nos to expreſs preciſely that Great and Supernatural change 
corpus & ſan- therein made, which the Catholic Church had in all 
Luis in Sacra- precedent Ages even from Chriſts time believed, 2s be- | 
my _— ing neceſſarily deduced from our Saviours words, and 
peciebus A i +0 
panis & vini expreſt by the Primitive Fathers in ſeveral other 
COT nn” ferns ſignifying the ſame thing ; yet the Catholic 
ſabjtantinis Church thought it not neceſſary to determin any thing 
pane in Corpus, concerning thoſe nicer ſpeculations about the modes of 4 
GAPS bs nora change, which have exerciſed the more 
Luinem, pore ao | 
pare Diving, ſubtle Wits, even before the time of the Lateran Conn- 


Concil. Late= ©} 1d ever ſince. 
ranenſe 4. | 
Generale, Anno 


Chrifti 1215. Vid. in Binnio, C 1. p. $06. 


And of this excellent moaeration uſed by the Ca- 
tholic Church| we have a clear evidence from the pro- 
ceedings of the Council of Trent in reference to this 

| matter 


ze. 


td I —— | = 
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watter which, as * Padre Paul himſelf, notwith- * #iftorix 


; ſtanding he was no great friend to Catholics in his har "tf 

y Hiſtorical Relations of the Proceedings of this Coun. Edit. 1521. 

: cil , relates, determin'd to uſe ſo very few, and 19-4: P3367- 
thoſe Univerſal terms in the Article o' the Bleſſed pads. 5 


Sacrament, as might fatistie both Parties, viz. the 741i Stawum,in 


Scotiſts and Thomiſts, and be fitly accommodated to 797% on 
- the Senſe of each of them ; but not ſo as t9 800 uti quam pau- 

I 99 27 TL |; ; ) _ ciſhmis,, tiſque 
| their diſtiact private ſpeculations. (a) Cardinal Palla —_— alverſs ha. 


vicino /ihewiſe tells us, ſpeaking concerning the Cir- bus, u uriſque, 
cumſpection of the Tridentin Fathers, that they iz. Scoti. 


would have nothing determin'd concerning the -#-3os wrt 


modus or manner of the Sacramental Preſence of queaz ſatis/a- 
iſt. ar were the Mich] ; cere, © ad uirt- ' 
Chriſt, So far were they from prejudicing either ar is 


of the Theological Claſſes, or from offering to de- ſerſum com- 


clare thoſe things as Articles of Faith which were _ aptart. 
not the Revelations of God, but the ſpeculations (2, Pare (e- 


of Men. Sothat, if we can agree, that this great ſ\- ria del Concilio 
. . oO 


pernatural change is made in the Sacrament, withong © i<Ntol12. 
, cap. primo. 


the admiſſion of which thoſe of the Engliſh Church can Soaking of 
never prove , that Preſence of Chriſts Body in the the Definiti- 


Holy Euchariſt, which they acknowledge to be (b) no 235 27. 


| Council, hath 
leſs true than we do,they will be yet left at liberty, and the'e words: 


need not determin raſhly concerning the manner of j* 2% mie, 
it, or ſomuch a5 anxiouſly to inquire into this Point. jen S ralora 


For indeed Tranſubſtantiation is a great my- p4ionoin cercar 
ſtery of Chriſtian Religion, ſo is the Do@trin "4 parole 


Fr SLY ad lontane da ognt 
i of the Trinity , ſo « the Incarnation of our Lord, to ſembianza Fr 
1 which the Primitive Fathers do fo often compare the [u- P%#dicio 8 
veruna delle 
4 "re Claſf, Teologi- 
*Z + cbe, E percio mente ſs volle determinare, intorno al medo dell preſenza Sacramentale di 
i Crifto. (>) Preſentiam credimus nec minus quam vos veram , de modo praeſentie nibil 
% remere definimus ; addo , nec anxie inquiramus. Bilhop Andrews . Reſp. ad Apoll. Bell. 
| Go. 1. DÞ. Ibo 


] permatural 
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/S- 58 ** Mt th 0 
no NESS, oe ye be 


An Introdu&ion. 


pernatural chenge made in the Sacrament ;, fo # the 
Reſurrettion of our Bodies \ yet theſe Articles of Chri- 
ftian Faith are to be believed upon the Authority of the 
Revealer, and not too curiouſly to be pried into. 
I ſhall inſiſt only upon the Reſurrettion at preſent, 
to ſhew how little ground they have to believe this, upon 
' the account of natural Reaſon, who reject the belief of 
Tranſubſtantiation, by Vertue of which we receive the £ 
Inſtrument end pleage of our Reſurreftion Chriſts 
Real Body inthe Sacrament : Both th:ſe indeed may 
ſeem contrary to Reaſon, before enlightned by Faith : 
For how can that convince mus , that the ſame Body 
which dies ſhall riſe again; ſince ſome that eat Mans 
Fleſh inthe extremity of Famin , or, as the Canni- 
bals, out of luxury, have the ſubſtance of the Bodies, 
that they eat, converted into the ſubſtance of their 
' own Bodies by the way of nouriſhment : And ſeveral Y, 
other ways there be, by which the reduced parts of our | 
Dead Bodies are / Mao into the ſubſtance ks 
Human Boates, evVEen 0, that the [ame Boates may be 
claimed by many at the Reſurreftion ? Notwithſban- 
ding we believe, that we ſhall riſe with the ſame Bogjes 
we had, whilſt living. Dim ſighted Reaſon will ask, 
how this can be, ſince it i againſt the Nature of « Body 
to be in two places at the ſame time? Vet Natare and 
experience prepare us for the belief of the Reſurretion, 
which ſeems to be againſt Nature, by the example of 
thoſe things, which ae obvious to Senſe, Seed, 2s the 
Apoſtle inftanceth, caſt into the ground, it corrupts, 
1 Cor. 15. 38. 4x4 yet riſeth again, for God giveth it a Body, and 
to every Seed it's own Body. So to diſpoſe us to 
the belief of the ſupernatural change made in the Sacra- 
ment, nothing is more familiar than Natural Tran- 


ſubſtantiation, 
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ſubſt antiation, for our life is ſuſtained by a dayly change 


of the ſubſtance of other Creatares into that of our 


| Bodies ; ive ſhould ſoon die without this : Nay we can« 


not breath , but the ſubſtance of our Bodies is converted 

into Air ; and he that denies this Tranſubſtantiation, 

confutes himſelf while he ſpeaks. Thus Bread alſo 

was - dayly. Treoſulfamtiact into our Lords Body, 

whilſt he fed upon it here on Earth. All which may 

diſpoſe us to believe, that the Bread in the Sacramen- 

tal Conſecration, as * Gregory Nyſlen teacheth ws, 

paſſeth into the Body of Chriſt the Word, not 

zngdeed as it did by the way of manducation, an] 

nouriſhment , but being ſuddainly transform'd .,,,.,., :y.. 

into the Body of the Word, as is ſaid by the verbi Deigraria 

Word, This is my Body. nary. ox 
And if our curious Inquirers ſhall further ask ; how = yoo 


this can be, ſince the accidents or outward ſpecies of tum ex yane 


Bread ſtill remain ? I deſire them to reſolve theſe _—_ W 
Queſtions: How a thouſand ſpecies can be reflected quodamaydo 
from the ſame Glaſs at once, to a thouſand Eyes at the Aru 13 - 
ſame time? How the ſame Glaſs being whole, tran- 11 i, Apotous, 


ſ[wnits one intire ſpecies, and Fa broken 4uto many {mall per verbum Dei 


preces, every prece reflects the. ſarve whole and intire Sandifer, 


ſpecies, there being all the while; but one ſubjett, and non quia come- 


mhet that ly & wherein theſe ſpecies do ſubſiſt ? 4irur eo progre- 


| liens ut verbi 
Or let them but give 4 true account of the nature of cyrpus evader , 


any {mail Particle of that materer, which compoſeth the Jed tatim per 


v 


* c . ; ; : 
Univerſe, before they pry. t00. far into the ſecrets of _ wor any 
Divine ana nuts: Myſteries, and think that ( wot 3 as: 


God can do nothing, but in ſuch a manunex 4s they can #2 Ts Noyes 


| £72701 = 
cevwp rehema. ark ditum 
| eft a yverbo, hoc 
eþ corpus meums Cagcber. Orat, c. 37. 4 
| Therefore 
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Therefore our-Adverſaries had good reaſon to ſay, 
ſpeaking concerning the Objettions againſt the Trinity, 


Incarnation and the Reſurreition with identity of 


(+) Dr. Tzylor Bodies, (a) That if there were as plain Revelation 
of the Real of Tranſubſtantiation, as of thoſe, then this Argu- 
Prelence. *C » 

Pa. 2:7 ment were good ; -and that if it were poſſible to 
bring a thouland more Arguments againſt Tran- 
{ubſtantiation, | yet that we are to believe the Re- 
velation in deſpite of them all : Again, That 

(5) Jem Li- (b) Thoſe who believe the Trinity 1n all thoſe 

<=. Aa '* Niceties of Explications which are in the Schools, 

$- 20.n,16, and which now a days pals for the DoQrin of the 
Church, believe them with as much violence 'to 
the principles of natural and ſupernatural Philo- 

w ſophy, as can |be imagin'd to be in the Point of 


Tranſubſtantiation. And do not therefore inſiſt up. 


(<)Dr. Stilling- oz che Point (c) how far Reaſon is to be ſubmitted 


_ » he to Divine Authority, in caſe of certainty , that 
and 565, there is a Divine Revelation for what they are to 
C2 pa pa : believe. And,(d) that there are things , haud paxca, 
Vid. etizm oye not few in number , which we all believe, that, if 
feffionem Theo- human: Reaſon be conſulted, do not ſeem leſs im- 


== by gh poſſible, and leſs manifeſtly contradiCtory than 
Confe, 4, Tranſubſtantiation it ſelf. - 

ca Now, that the words of our Lord, This 1s my 

Body, being underſtood in a proper Senſe, as in the 

enſuing Anſwer ts provd they ought to be, do neceſ- 

ſarily infer Tranſubſt antiation, i manifeſt. - Becauſe, 

a5 ts allowed by all, that was Bread which our Lora 

took into his hand? , before he ſpoke thoſe Woras ; 

there muſt therefore a Change be made , otherwiſe it 

conld not Really become Chriſts Body, nor that which 

he gave his Diſciples, be in a proper Senſe ſo _ 

z 
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#ahd the Accidents or ſenſible ſpecies ſtill remaining 
as before, the change muſt be made in the ſubſtance. 


This s what the * Tridentine Council infers in * vg; 1. a: 
=_ Words : Becauſe Chriſt our Redeemer did E«<br.| c. 4. 
amr 


m, that truly to be his Body which he offer'd, ary: "oa ; 


under the ſpecies of Bread, therefore, it was ever &cdemptor no- 


F:lieved in the Church of God, which alſo the Holy = » Corpus 
S Juumid, quod 


Synod now again Declares, that by the Conſecratt- ſubſpecic pani 
on of the Bread and Wine, there is a Converſion f*7cbat vers 


made of the whole ſubſtance of Bread into the ſub- har > 


ſtance of the Body or our Lord Chriſt, and of the perin Zeclege 


whole ſubſtance of the Wine intothe ſubſtance of — _o 


his Blood ,which Converſion is,bythe Holy Catholic 5j10dus dects- 
Church titly and properly called Yranſubſtantiation, > p*r Conſe- 
| crationem Pants 
: ; EY & Yiu b 
ſconem fieri torius ſubftantie panus in ſubſtantiam Corpores Chrigt Domini noftri, (5 woe me 
intiz vini in ſub/tantiam ſanguin ejus , que C onverſi0 convenienter 5 proprie a Sante 
Catholica Eccleſia Tranſubftantiario eft appellata. 


The foregoing Tnference will evidently appeay to be 


| true, if we conſider the proper and genuin Senſe of 


every particular Word in that Propoſition of our Lord , 
This 1s my Body. 

This, here in its true and * proper Senſe, ſignifies * See alſo 
ſome Thing, Eſſence, Subſtance, or Objett in general, f: 26, 27. of 
under ſuch an appearance as was Demonſtrated to Senſe, Anver. 
For if by the word, This, were exprelt the whole Va- 
ture of the Predicate in ſuch a Propoſicion, e. g. as 
This 1s Bread, or This 1s my Body, then the Pro- 
poſition would be purely Identical , or Tautological ; 
for it would be no more than if one ſhould ſay, This 
Bread 1s Bread, or This my Body is my Body - 
Whereas it is the property of the Attribute to extend, 
and fullyto determin the Idea of the Subjeft, by ad- 


b ain? 
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ding clearneſs to it. And we muſt remember, that 
the Enoliſh word, This, # expreſt by Ti5To in the 
Original Greek berr, as alſo in moſt other Languages, 
wot by &ro; in the Maſculine Gender, ſo as to agree 
with Zero; Bread, Now tho" there be no diſtinttion 
as to the Gender in the Engliſh word, This, Tet 1-21 
bpTOC, This. Bread , as our Adverſaries would hav# 
here meant, # falſe Grammar. | 
In like manner the Word, Is, hath here its proper 
Senſe; not as it # uſed ſometimes, for Signihes. 
The Word My can have R<lation to noother Perſon 
but our Lord, who ſpoke it ; nor conſequently to an 
other Body , but hu own, truly ſo, as to it's Sub. 
ſtance, and therefore truly expreſt by the Word, Body ; 
' that, which was before Bread , at the beginning of 
the Enunciation, This is my Body, being now made x 
to be his Body at its Concluſion, becauſe iz Prattical | 
Propoſitions as this is, with God to ſay, and to do, are 
the ſame thing ;, and thus you ſee , what is meant by 
each word in the Propoſition, This 1s my Body, as 
explicated by Catholics, tho* you do not believe the My. 
ery. | 
+-See Peteres F The us now obſerve, what a Late * Expoſtulator 
Vindicati, hath ſaid againſt this Explication. He undertakes to 
in an Expolty. 


_atory Letter PFOVe , that the Words, This is my Body, 
to Mr. Slater Cannot be taken in a literal, (I conceive he means 


of Pure), proper, in oppoſition to Figurative ) Senſe , which 
Gr ; 3 Sls Nl Enemies themſelves of our 
Party will grant , if he proves that the, 
This, here mentioned 1s Bread ; which he thus 

. undertakes to ao. 
That, ſaith he , which our Saviour took into 
his Hands, / when he was about the Inſtitution ) 
WAS 
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was Bread; that which he bleſſed was the fame 
thing that he had taken into his hands ; that which 
he brake was the ſame thing that he had bleſſed ; 
that which he gave them when he {ſaid it was his 
Body, was that which he had broken ; But that 
which he broke, which he bleſſed, which he took 
into his hands was Bread : Therefore it was Bread, 
which he gave his Diſciples, and by TMs, is meant 
This Bread. 
This * InduCtion, ſasth the Expoſtulator,is ſo fair * ory. 


and ſoclear, that I am ſure you cannot evade it, that this is no 
nduction but 


But what, Sir, if (hag all your mighty boaſting, I —_— 
This prove to be neither a fair Induition, nor any tes, altho' the 
Argumetit at all, but a mere Fallacy or Illuſion pro. Author knew 
ceeatg from what Logicians call, Ignoratio Elenchi, _ _— 


Ionorante of Argument or proof ? And juſt ſach a je and Pre- 
one as This would be, if propoſed to you : That which Ow cg 
the Butcher expoſed to Sale was raw Fleſh ; that which See _ hes 
you bought was the ſame thing , that the Butcher ex. mon Logic. 
poſed to Sale; that which you Eat was the ſame thin 
that you bought ;, But that which you bought , which 
the Butcher expos'd to Sale was raw Fleſh, therefore 
you Eat raw Fleſh. The Kjtchin-Boy will tell you 
where the Fallacy lies, and help you out at a dead lift. 

But to make the matter yet more plain, I ſhall give 
you [ome other inſtances in your way of Sophiſtry , 
which the moſt ignorant at the ff hearing will diſ- 
cover tobe Fallacies; That which the Servants at the 


Marriage of Cana in Galiee, took from the Fountain, 
was Water ; that which they poured into the Water- 
vts was the ſame, that they took from the Fountain ; 

that which the Gueſts drauk was the ſame, that the 
Servants put into the Pt ater-pots ; But that wy 
2 the 
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the Servants took from the Fountain, which they pou- 
red into the Pots was Water ; therefore it was Watey 
which the Gueſts drank. Or your Argument may in 
4 ſhorter way be turn'd againſt you thus : That which 
Chriſt took into his hands, he gave : But, that which he 
took into his hands was not Sacramental Bread, nor 


virtually Chriſt's Body, therefore that which he gave Was 


wot SacramFfntal Bread, nor virtually Chriſts Body. 
And now repeating your Argument truly, tho" with. 
out all your heap of woras, I ſhall expoſe it's Fallacy 
plainly. That , you ſay, which Chriſt took, &c, he 
ave; but he took Bread ; therefore he pave Bread, I 
aiftinguiſh the Major, That he took, he gave; un- 


changed or in the ſame manner he took it, TI deny: 


What he took, he gave, changed and made his Body I 
grant, and ſo agreeing he took Bread, I deny your Con- 


ſequence, Look into your Logic again, obſerve it well, 


and you will find, that to make a Propoſition contra- 
diftory toours, viz. That, that which Chriſt gave 


was his Real Body, jou» muſt obſerve the Rules of 


your Maſter Ariſtotle, ſo as to ſpeak, de eodem mo- 


do, & eodem tempore, which you have not bere 
known how to do, Tet you for all this, would be eſteemed 


the Great Champion for the Proteftant cauſe, and 


boaſt, that this your matter and Argument is ſo 
Demonſtrative, that you cannot but ſtand amazed 
that Men, who pretend to reaſon, can refuſe it. 
This pretended Demonſtration might be much more 
expoſed, had Tleaſure, whilſt I am diſcourſing upon [0 


erious a point, t0 inſiſt upon trifles, Neither would 


+ See Expo. the * Remarks, which he afterwards makes, help him 
"as, intheleaſt; For tho? our Saviour did ſay , accor- 


ter, p4. 5% 


ding to. St. Lyke and St. Paul, This Cup is the 
New 


_ 
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New Teſtament in my Blood, ze? 24s paſſage 
doth not fully determin, that,, by This is my Body 
is meant This Bread is my Body : For the word, This, 
in the Propoſition, This Cup is the New Teſtament 
in my Blood ; being joyned with the word Cup, by a 
known Figure, to ſgmiſie in a General way, what. is 
contained in the Cup, only makes the Propoſition to 
Sigmifie, That, which 1s contained in the Cup is. 
the New Teſtament in my Blood; which in the 
Evargeliſts St. Matthew and St, Mark, is expr. ſt by 
theſe words,T his 1s my Blood of the New Teſtament; 
ſo that the word This ftill, alth,? joyned to Cup, hath 
20 other kind of ſignification than it hath in the Words, 
This is my Body, 4s I have before explained them : 
Alſo if it had the Senſe which the Aut hor of the Ex- 
poſtulatory Letter would give it , they the meaning 
would be, This Wine 15 the New Teſtament in my 
Blood, or 4s according to St, Matthew and St. Mark, 
This Wine is my Blood of the New Teſtament, which 
words in the Senſe that our Aawverſaries put upon ther, 
would in thoſe circumſtances, wherein they were ſpoken, 
have been contrary to the Rules of Human Diſcourſe, 
ſuitably to what « ſhew'd in the enſuing * Am. * pag, ;..07,. 
ſiver concerning the Words, This is my Body, take 
} in their Senſe. 
| : The Adverſaryindeed, in This Expoſtulatory Les- 
ter, inſolently Triemgly , becauſe he hath found out 
ſome miſtakes in. Tranſlating , &c. But his Anſwer 
to the Fathers Authorities which have been ſo often 
truly cited as an undeniable Evidence againſt his 
Party, will eaſily be ſhew'd to be unſatisfattory, 
whew we come to their proper place) and he ſs 


flightly attacks , as you have ſeen, our main Evidence 
the 
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* Ipfe panie & the * proper Senſe of cur Lords words 4s hardly to 
oat FR bring the face of an Argument againſt it : So we Read 
corpus i San- that a Humorſom (a) Emperor, when he came to invade 
mn_ , Great Britain, only gather'd Cockles, and yet for this 
ay, ins he demayded Triumph in a Letter to his Senators, 


_ perſpetum & rhinking his Shell-ſpoils worthy Offerings for the 


exploratum elt 
quam quod ver- Cap tol, 


bum Dei verum * | 
eſt & efficax , atque omniporens. S, Johan, Damalcen, Jib. 3. Orthodox. fidels c.14. 
' (a) Caligula. 


We have one Requeſt now to make to thoſe who Op 
poſe the Dodrin of Tranſubſtantiation, T hat becauſe 
it is neceſſary for an Anſwerer t1 know diſtinitly what 
the Perſons mean to whom hei to make an Anſwer, 
they would deal fincerely with us ; and ſince we have told 
them in what Senſe every word in the Propoſition 
This is my Body #« faken by rus, and how the Catholic 
Charch doth neceſſarily infer Tranſubſtantiation from 


them, they would now deal as candidly with ws, and tell © 


us, as plainly, as we have done, how they underſtand 

each of theſe words, T have reaſon to intreat this fa- 

vor of them, becauſe altho" they ſeem ſometins:s to 

maintain only a Vertual ot Real Preſence of Chriſt 

Boay in the Sacrament, which Opinion of theirs I have 

chiefly oppoſed in the Enſumg Anſwer ;, yet at other- 

* See. . IT. £116 s they * (and even the Diſcourſer himſelf ) rea. 
In the Ke dily acknowledge a Great Supernatural change to 
Tranſub'tan- be made by the Divine Benediftion , and the Au- 
tiagign, po thor of the * Expoſtulatory Letter hath a Reſerva 
* Pac 102.) Diſtinttion, of Chritts Natural and Spiritual Fleſh 
and Blood, ſeeming to allow tht Chriſt hath a Spiri- 

tual Body in the Sacrament : We know not but that be 

intends the ſame , which the Learned Anthor of a 


Brief 
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Brief Diſcourſe of the Real Preſence hath lately given us of * _ _ 
two Boajes of Chriſt, the one Natural in which he was Cru- jg, dv earl 
cified, the other Spiritual belonging to him, as he Is the printed 1686. 
Eternal Logos, in whom is the Zen, Life or Spirit, which and Licenc'd 
goesalong with the Divine Body of this Life or Spirit of Þy Gil. Need- 
Chriſt, and conſequently is rightly call'd his Body. For _ —_— 
this, he grounds himſelf upox that earneſt lofty and ſublime Demeſt. ; 
Diſcourſe (a he calls it ) of our Saviour i» the 6th. Chapter 
of St. John, confeſſing ingenuouſly, that it ſeems to him 
incredible , that under ſo lofty, myſterious a ſtyle, and 
earneſt aſleverations of what he affirms, tho? to the ſcan- 
x dal both of the Jews, and his own Diſciples, there 
it ſhould not be couched ſome moſt weighty and profound 
fy Truth concerning ſome Real Fleſh and Blood of his, touch- 
| ing which this vehement and ſublime Diſcourſe is framed. 
pa. 40. And thanagain, pa. 4. and 43. Itis plain, ſays 
he, that our Saviours Diſcourſe in that Chapter, has for | 
| its Object or Subject, not the manner or way of. receiving 
P- his Body and Blood, as if meant of that very Body and 
; Blood on the Croſs, to be receiv'd in a Spiritual manner, 
which Interpreters ſeveral of them (meaning of the Refor- 
mers) drive at, and which he thinks would bea very dilute 
and frigid Senſeof ſuch high and fervid afſeverations of ous 
Saviour z but the Object of his Diſcourſe, ſays he, is his 
Fi very Fleſh and Blood it ſelf, to be taken (as the Fiſh and 
2 Loaves were wherewith he lately fed them ;) or it is him- 
| ſelfin reference to his Fleſh and Blood, which belongs to 
himas heis the Eternal Logos. Thus evidently did our Sa- 
viour ſeem ts this Learned Man, to ſpeak all along to the 
very end of his Diſcourſe, of a Really Eating his Fleſh and 
Drinking his Blood ; and not of the manner of Eating, as 
it itnever came nigh them, but only they thought of Fleſh 
and Blood, God knows how far diſtant from them, and ſo 
Eat the human Fleſh of Chriſt by meer thinking of it, and 
Drank his Blood after the ſame imaginary manner, Thu 
$0 avoid the Catholic 1 enent of Tranſubſtantiation (which he 
could bear no more than the Fews) and yet verifie the Words 
o7 Chriſts Bodies berng receiv*d verily and indeed, and ſuch 
other Expreſſions found 1 the Catechiſm and Homelies of = 
Churc 
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. Church of England (which he thought himſelf bound to main- 
tain) he was driven to diſtinguiſh a double Body of Chriſt, the 
one Human and Natural, ee other Spiritual and Divine, but 
both Real, as has been ſaid before. Good God, what Chimena's 
will not 4 mind preoccupated with Error, frame toit ſelf rather 

than ſubmit tothe Truth ! 

Luther indeed tells 4 of about ten Opinions of the Sacramen- 
rarians in his time ;, anda Book, was Publiſht in the Tear, 1527, 
in which were rickon'd no leſs than 200 ſeveral Expoſitions of 
the Senſe of theſe words;, Hoc elt Corpas meum ; Thi #« 
my Body. What we would gladly kyow of our Adver ſaries with 
whom we have now to deal, i, which of theſe (now two hundred 
and one) Opinions, it u that they maintain , or whether they 
h ve any other yet in* Fore (for Error hath no End) different 

from all theſe. For ſurely after all, they muſt be forc'd 10 allow, 
that there is but one True Senſe of our Saviours Words, yi. 

either that it is his very true Subſtantial Body, which x rake 
and received, or a figure only, what vertue ſoever they plea 
to aſſign to it. | If the former, they fall in with the Catholics, 

* 7jz. The or * Dr. Moors Tenct ;, if the latter, what Vertue ſoever they 

Autor ot the gſion ro a4 Figure, It 15 not the Real Body, nor the Body Re- 

Bit Dil” ally Preſent. | Lee them ſpeak, plain, that the World may un-. 


Culirle, GC 


Cites ſupra derſtand them : The Faithful are not to be deluded with Ambigu- 
oy ities in a Point of ſo great concern to their Immortal Souls, 


—_— 


TD — 


Reader, be pleaſed to obſerve concerning the manner and Metho! of 
the Enſuing Treatijeand Anſwer , that the Diſcourſe againf Tranſub- 
fantiation is faithfully here reprinted Section by SeCtion, and a Reply 
made to the Sections in their Order. Alſo,that becauſe the Diſcourſer 
againſt Tranſubilantiation would delude unwary Chriſtians by making 
them believe, that Catholics have no proof for this DoEtrin from SCrip- 
ture, this firſt Part which js chiefly concerning Scripture Authority is 
- publitht by it ſelf, to be conſider'd diſtinCftly; to which in convenient 
time, the Second Part isto be added. 


Some FRRATA*?S to be Correfted. 


P ay. 12, in Marg.|for Fref.aevead Introdution. p. 27. laſt line read under the ſpecies 
p. 42, in the Hebicv Citation, read \12þÞ bis p. 60, read Reliys. Oblerve 
that in the Marginal Notes, Pp. 43.56, 58,63. the word, infra, hath gclation ro the 
Second Pat of the Antiwer, which 15 nor yer Publiflied, 

CTranſub- 


At. 
—___ CI th. 


—Y FI 


YC COX 4 OE” I I I" 


 Tranſubſtantiation 
 DEFENDED: 


In Anſwer to a 


Treatiſe, Intitled, A Diſcourſe 
apainſt 'Tranſubſtantiation. 


—_— 


DISCOURSE. 


C— 


Concerning the Sacrament of the Lord's Snpper , one of 
the two great poſitive Inſtitutions of the Chriſtian Religion, 
there are two main Points of difference between Us the 
Churchof Rome. One, about the Doftrineof Tranſubſtan- 


tiation ; in which they think,, but are not certain, that they 
have the Scripture and the words of our Saviour on their ſide - 
The other , about the adminiſtration of this Sacrament to the 


People, in both kinds ;, in which we are ſure that we havethe 
Scripture and our Saviour's Inſtitution on our ſide; and that 


ſo plainly, that our Adverſaries themſelves do not deny it. 
ANSWER. 


Supper ;, which isthe chief of thoſe ſeveral poſi- gem. vhs 
tive Inſtitations of Religion which Chriſt hath 


Ordained in his Church , there are many great differ- 
B ENCces 


(? Oncerning the Sacramerr of Union , the Lord's Onr Adverſary 
ooth;not righely 


For STUDY PURPOSES ONLY. UNAUTHORFZED- REPRODUCTTON FORB I DDEN . 
Micrefillm-of a copy in 


| The Newberry Library - Clucago 10 - Illinois 


- Tranſubſtantiation Defended. 


ences even between Proteſtants themſelves ; it is no 
wonder therefore if there are as many between Pro- 
teſtants and Catholics : Of theſe the Author gives 
two inſtances, the one about the DoCftrine of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation , the other about the Adminiſtration of 
this Sacrament to the People in both kinds : As for that of 
Tranſubſtantiation, he would have done well to have told 
us, in what ſuppoſition he means to take the Word in his 
Diſcourſe. If he ſuppoſe the True, Real and Subſtantial 
Preſence of Chriſts Body in the Sacrament, and take the 
Word Tranſubſtantiation preciſely, as it ſignifies that 
Preſence, -not with the Bread, but by it's being chang'd into 
his Body, this is a difference indeed, and the only proper 
one in this ſuppoſition, between him and Catholics, in 


this matter : But then if he would have proceeded ſincere- - 


ly, and as one that was really Maſter of {9+ much ſenſe as 
he talks of in this Treatiſe, he ſhould have held to his Point, 
and not impugned what he ſuppoſes ; but if he ſuppoſe 
no ſuch Real or Subſtantial Preſence of Chriſts Body, and 
under the name of Tranſu>ſtantiation fizht expreſly againſt 
the Real Preſence, through his whoie Diſcourſe, as is is 
evident he doth, ( and therefore ought to have call'd it 4 
Diſcourſe againſt the Real Preſence, and it's conſequence 
Tranſubſtantiation,, and not 4 Diſcourſe only, againſt Tran- 
| ſubſtantiation ;, ) then the difference is not only as he woulc! 
makeit with the Catholics, but with the Zutherans alſo, 
Sc +40 D:.c.ir. and thoſe of his own Communion, as King Fames, Biſhop 
le, coneraiiy Þ Andrews, Mr. Thorndike, and many others who profeſs'd 
i. EAdoration 5 . . . 
our B. Saviour 3, LO believe the Body of Chriſt ro be preſent in the Sacrament 
© ur Sacrament 249 leſs truly than Catholics do. But however he compoſe 
-rinzed ar Ox- ; . a K . 
/.rs. 15889 this difference with them, yet the Catholics, as for their 
Tenent, do not think only, as he ſays, but are corrain, as 
I ſhall ſhew in the Proceſs of this Diſcourſe, that they hate 
ene Words of 5ur Saviour, which they do not douht to be 
Scripture, on their ſide. And for theother Point, viz. the 
Adminiſtration of the Sacrament in both: kinds,. they are 
ſare that ncither he, nor any of his party have, or ever can 


prove from the Scripture and our Saviours Inſtitution , 
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that he laid a Command upon all the Faithful to receive it 
always inboth kinds, and this they conſtantly affirm. But 
before I leave this Paragraph, I cannot but deſire the 
Reader to take notice of twothings, firſt, That how ſure 
{ceyer the Author makes himſelf, that he hath the Scrip- 
ture and our Saviours Inſtitution on his ſide, yet his good 
friend Dr. Tulotſon in his Rule of Faith, which he makes 
Scriptvre only to be, ſpeaking in his own Name, and that 
of his Party, faith: We are not Infallibly certain, that any 
Book, (for example S. Matthew or any other of the Evan- 
celiſts,) is ſo Ancient as it pretends to be, or that it was Writ- 
ren by him whoſe Name it bears, or that this is the ſenſe of ſuch 
ond ſuch paſſages in it, 1t us poſſible all this may be otherwiſe. 
The ſecond is, how high ſoever hetalk of the Catholics oc 
bing certain, and his own being ſ#rc, of having the Scrip- 
e :re tor them, vet he doth not vouchſafe to teM us what he 
means by that Word, viz. whether expreſs Texts, or dc- 
dutHons only. If expreſs Texts: Let him produce one, 
if he can, for that new Article of his Creed, (a Creed much 
younger than that of Pope P44 the fourth) 1 do believe 
that there 15 not any Tranſubſtantiation in the Lord's Supper, 
or in the Elements of Bread and Wine ,, &c. If DeduCtions 
only, Why may not the Catholics, who have the expreſs 
Words of Scripture, hat it is his Body, infer as ſurely 
from thence , that there is a change in the Elements of 
Bread and Wine, as the Proteſtants, who have no ſuch 
expreſs Text, thatit is not his Body, can do to prove, 
that thereis no change ? 


DISCOURSE. 


Of the firſt of theſe I ſhall now treat , and endeavour to 
ſhew againſt the Church of Rome, That in this Sacrament 
there is no ſubſtantial change made of the Elements of 
Bread and Wine into the natural Body and Blood at 
Chriſt ; that Body which was born of the Virgin Mary, ane 
ſuffered upon the Croſs ;, for ſo they explain that hard word 
Tranſubftantiation. 

B 2 Of 


Pay. '1:3 


4 Tcanſubfſlantiation Defended, 
ANSWER, 


Whar i-mneam Of the farmer of theſe I ſhall now treat , . and 
by Trane” endeavour to vindicate the Catholic Church, which de- 

clares it as an Article of Faith, that by Yertue of Comſecra- 
a S. Auguſtin. 20x 41 the Sacrament, there is a Converſion made of the whole 
ares oo ſubſtance of the Bread into the ſubſtance of the Body of onr 
Domnus pariic- Lords andof the whole ſubſtance of the Wine into the ſub- 
Ceo & 4s. ſtance of bis Blood, which Converſion ſhe conveniently and 
wr 1/15, dixe- roperly. calls Tranſubſtantiation, a * hard word indeed to 
Ed thoſe who will not believe the great Myſtery expreſled 


duri, nonſermo. It, 
in Plal. 98. ado- by 1t 
rate ſcabei/um,$&C. 


DISCOURSE. 


Before I engage in this Argument, I cannot but obſerve what 
an unreaſonable task we are put upon, 'by the bold confidence of 
our Adver ſaries, to diſpute a matter of Senſe; which is one of 
thoſe things about mhich Ariſtotle hath long ſince pronounc'd 
there ought to be no dſpute. 


ANSWE R. 


The a-gamenr Before I engage in this Argument , I cannot but obſerve 
ey as ahaha, taik,we are put upon by the bold confidence 
mn of aur Adverſary, not to diſpute @ matter of ſenſe, (lince up- 

on this all parties are agreed, that there ought to be no dif- 

pute;) but to Anſwer all the abſurdities, which the Author 

isengaged in by eſpouſing falſe principles, and among the 

reſt as the chief, that Senſe can judge of the internal natnore 

or ſubſtance of things : For, all that is the proper abject of 

Senxe, that is, the ſpecies, or outward accidents of Bread 

and Wine, areallowed to be preſent inthe Sacrament by all 

Catholics as well as Separatiſts : And we ſtrangely adnure, 

that he ſhould not remember that Rule of his Maſter 

Ariſtotle, which every young Scholar learns, in the be- 

glnning of his Logick , that Subſtantia. non incarrit in 


ſenſus; 
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ſenſu ;, Snbſtance 1s not the objeft of ſenſe. From whence it 

is apparent to all Men that have theuſe of their Reaſon, 

thatallthe Authors cracking conhdence- upon: this. Argu- 

ment, is founded upon a vulgar Error lily ipſinuated, that _ 
Catholics believe that which they * /eein the Sacrament of + 9.44 vi4ifir 
the Euchariſt, to bethe ſubſtance of the Body and Blond 7m #7 © © 
of Chriſt. But leſt any ſhould be deceived with this 5 1; «ftrive- 
popular Argument, andtakeup a prejudice againſt us as in mica on 
good reaſon they may, ſince they are made to believe that p..7 /trnen- 
we would perſwade them out of their Senſes; I ſhall be * [/ ap en 
ſo far from endeavouring to do this, as the Author fondly ::« $ ny is cur. 
imagins all Catholics do; that rather out of a deep ſenti- Argutin's 541m 
ment of gratitude to the great God of Nature, who hath *' 

ſo fearfully and wonderfully made theſe Bodies of ours, 

1 ſhall freely acknowledge that the Senſes do not deceive 

us at all. For the deception doth not lie, at any time, 

inthe Senſes, but inthe Judgment, and the Senſes do al- 

w2ys give true hints tothe mind, when their Organs and 

the Medium are rightly diſpoſed, awd they are employ- * 

ed about their proper and: adequate Objects, W hat we 

may certainly conclude from the goodneſs and veracity of 

God, is, that he will not deceive Man, the Creature. that 

he loves, and therefore uſually thoſe objeQts which are 
repreſented to him by, his Senſes, as having relation to the 

con ſervation of his Body, are of ſuch-and; fiich aderermi- 

nate ſubſtance, as the outward and ſenſible: accidents do 

hint them: to be of, So that be is; not miſtaken in them, 

unleſs he judge raſbly, and then too there are means: pro- 

vided by which he may correct his Error. Thus the fub- 

Itance of Fire is generally repreſented under the ſpecies or 

uſual form. of Fire : Of a Doye under the-uſual form: ov 1k- 

neſs of a Dave: (Sathat we may; allow inthis manner, that 

ordinarily the ſubſtance doth-incur into the mind through 

the Senſes, hy meansof the accidents, but.itis certain that 

theSenſes cannotjudge either of the ſubſtance oy accidents.) 

Therefore God who is the Author of Nature, and can 

change it, when he pleaſeth, that Man may not bedeceived 

ig this kind, doth uſually inform him, when he maketh any 


ſubſtantial 
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ſubſtantial change , of this Nature, in his Creatures , 
which 1s above the reaſon of Man to comprehend, fron 
any hints made by his ſenſes, as being truly Mireculous. 
Thus, when- the Holy Ghoſt appeared in the form of 
a Dove, Man was informed by God, that it was really the 
Holy Ghoſt in ſubſtance of Nature, and not a Dove. When 
the ſame Holy Spirit deſcended upcn the Apoſtles.in the 
Viſible appearance of Cloven Tongues of Fire ; they had 
- notice from Heaven, that this was truly that Holy Spiric 
which camein this Viſible ſhape. When Angels appeared 
intheforms of Men; they had it revealed tothem, that 
they were, notwithſtanding, Angels. When our Lord 
preſented himſelf to his Diſciples under the ſpecies of 
Bread, he told them plainly, that it was his Body. To 
ſhew which Revelation to have been made, from the An- 
thority of Holy Scripture and Fathers, will be the ſubject 
of the enſuing Diſcourſe : This which I have here ſaid, being 
fully concluſve againſt the/Argument of ſenſe's being pro- 
perly the Judge of ſubſtance. And now who 1s it that 
abnſeth the ſenſes, the Author, or Catholics ? He, by ap- 
plying them to judge of ſubſtance, which is an object that 
Is no ways adequate to them, would make them to deceive 
Men. We, employing them about their proper objects, 
' which are here the accidents, or outward ſpeciesof- Bred 
and Wine, which, as by them we are convinced, do ſti] 
remainafter Conſecration, prove the Miracle from ſenſe ; 
becauſe at the ſame | time that theſe appear, the under- 
ſtanding, being inlightened by Faith, diſcerns the true and 
real ſubſtance of Chriſts Body, to be veiled under them , 
which makes the thing truly Miraculous. To employ 
| therefore the ſenſes about their true and adequate objects, 

and the mind about thoſe which are proper tolt, 1s ration- 
al : Butto advance ſenſe above reaſon, and: even Faith it 
ſelf; the Beaſt above the Man, and the Chriſtian too, as 
the Author doth, 1s ſuch apiece of ſtupidity, as 1s not to 


be parallel d. 


DI S- 
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DISCOURSE. 


Ir might well ſeem ſtrange if any Man ſhould write a Book, 
ro prove that an Egg 1s not an Elephant, and that a Musket- 
_ bullet 5 nor 4 Pike : Ir is every whit as hard a caſe, to be put 
to maintain by a long Diſcourſe, that what we ſce and handle and 
taſte ro be Bread is Bread, and not the Body of a Man ; aid 
what we ſee and taſte tobe Wine is Wine, and not Blood : 
And if thus evidence may not paſs for ſufficient without any far- 
ther proof, I do not ſee why any eMan, that hath confidence 
enough to do ſo, may not deny any thing to be what all the World 
ſees it is; or affirm any thing to be what allthe World ſees it is 
2:0t ;, and this without all poſſibility of being farther confuted. 
So that thebuſineſs of Tranſubſtantiation zs not a controverſ'e 
of Scripture againſt Sc ipture, or of Reaſon again(t Reaſon, bit 
of downright In.puderce againſt the plata meaning of Scrigiine, 
and all the Senſe and Reaſon of Mzi.kind, 


ANSWER, 


Here the Author , like another Lucian renoun- The Cako!i 


cing the Chriſtian Faith, begins to ridicule the moſt $S 
cred Myſtery of our Religion. I confeſs I am very un- 
willing to follow him in ſuch dirty way as he takes. It. 1s 
not at all ſuitable to the retiredneſs, wherein our Devout 
minds ſhould be entertained, when we conceave of: a thing ſo 
truly Divine, to ſpeak (lightly. I muſt intreat therefore 
the Candid Reader, to abſtraCt his thoughts wholly from 
the Bleſſed Sacrament, at ſuch time as any of this froth is 
caſt back again upon the Author, which I heartily wiſh he 
had ſpared: me the pains of doing ; and. that he had kept 
his Eggand his Elephant to himſelf: The Analogy would 
have been more eaſily made out by thoſe, who maintain 
that Grace, and Vertueare the Body 4d. Blood of Chriſt 
verily and indeed received (for ſo an Egg is vertually at leaſt 
an Elephant, if according to the principle of the Philoſo- 
pher, Onima ammalia encymumm ex 000; every Animal is 

generated. 


A- Faith 11dicul d by 
the Adverſ.ry. 
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generated out of an Egg) then by ſuch as hold with the 
Catholic Church, that the Sacrament is not Bread and 
Wine, but what verily and indeed it is, the Real Body and 
Blood of Chriſt. Now, how to change a Muker-buller into 
a Pzke, Iconfeſs I know not 3 The oons better under- 
ftandthatpiece of Martial exerciſe. Howſoever, I muſt 
needs acknowledge with the Author, that ſeems ſtrange, 
that any Man ſhould write a Book,, toprove that an Egg # not 
an Elephant, and that a e Musket-bullet 1s not a Pike ;, there- 
fore it isa thouſand pities, that fo curious a Wit as his, 
ſhonld be concern'd in ſo abſurd anenterpriſe as he believes 
his to be. And yet, Good God, what will not the confident 
preſumption of ſome Men put them upon ! he undertakes a 
task fully as impoſſible to be performed as that ; and of in- 
finitely more dangerous conſequence, to prove that not 
to be, which by the power of God, is really made to be 
inthe Sacrament. |The Author knows, that the Catholic 
Church grounds this wonderful change, made inthe Ele- 
ments, upon Divine Revelation, which depends upon the 
Veracity of God : So that it will not be ſovery harda caſe, 
to maintain by adiſcourſe much ſhorter than this of the 
Author, even our Lords Words of Inftitution, that what 
we ſee, and handle, and taſte as Bread, 1s not Bread in 
ſubſtance, bnt the Body of Chriſt; and what we ſee and 
taſteas Wine, isnot Wine in ſubſtance, but the Blood 
- of our Saviour. endif this evidence may not paſs for ſuf- 
ficient without any further proof, I do not ſee why any Man, 
that bath c ce enoughto do ſo, may not deny any thing to 
be what all the World ſees it is, or affirm anythingto be what 
allthe World ſees itis not , (ſince the Word of God is more 
Infallible than our ſenſes) and this withoxr all poſſibility of 
. being farther confured ;, for, he that denies the Veracity of 

, can no ways conclude his ſenſes to be veracious. 
The demial then of the Real Preſence, or Tranſubſtanti- 
&rion, u not a Controverſy of Scripture againſt Spur, 
of Reaſon againſt Reaſon, but of down-right impudence apains. 
the plain meaning of | Scripture, and alt the lonfe and reaſon of 
Aankind. "_—_ 

| | 
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DISCOURSE. 


Ft is a moft Self-evident Falſehood, and there is -no Doftrin 
ar Propoſition in the World that u of it ſelf more evidently true, 
than Tranſubſtantiation 5s evidently falſe: eAnd yet if it 
were poſſible ro be true, it would be the moſt ill natur'd and per- 
nicious truth in the World, becauſe it would ſuffer nothing elſe 
robe true; it #5 like the Roman-Catholic Church, which will 
needs be the whole Chriſtian Church, and will allow no other $0- 
ciety of Chriſtians to be any part of it : So Tranſubſtantiation, 
if 1t be true at all, it ts all truth ;, for it cannot be true unleſs 
our Senſes and the Senſes of all Mankind be deceived about therr © 
proper objetts; and if thu be true and certain, then nothing elſe 
can w ; for if we be not certain of what we ſee, we can be cer- 


' (Ain 0 nothing. 


ANSWE R, 


The Doctrin of the real Preſence or Tranſubſtan- ,,.,_.,. 
tiation is a Truth that is evident upon the Authority of (ence depends on 
the Revealer ; and there #s no Opinion that the Author holds 094 Veraciy. 

#« more evidently falſe, than thu us evidently true : For Faith is 

the evidence of things not ſeen, Heb. 11. 1. and the beſt na- 

tur'd truth in the World it 1s, which conveys us infinite bleſ- 

ſings: Which unleſs it be ſo, we have no reaſon to believe CEC 

any thing elſe to betrue ; a Truth like that of the Catholis /©— 
Church, which, unleſs it be that which hath lived in Commu- < , 
nion with, and juſt obedience to her chief Paſtors, eſpeci- Fa 
ally St. Perer and his lawful Succeſlors in the See of Rome, * , 
then there hath been no true Church upon the face of the = 3 
Earth: For ſo the real Preſence or Tranſubſtantiation, unleſs 

it berrue, we cannot be aſſured of any truth : It muſt be ſo 

if God be veracious, that is, unleſs what he reveals be falſe ; 

ſince the very truth of our Senſes, and all our Faculties, 

depends upon his Veracity; and if we be not certain of 

what he hath revealed, though it ſeem to contradict our 


Senſes, we are certain of nothing, | 
DI $S- 


No-tranſubſtan- 


Yo- _—_ ? 
whe of Faith with 777672 112 the World, ſo aban 


Tranſubſtantiation Defended. 


DISCOURSE. 


And yet nornithflanding all this, there is a Company of mer 
in the World fo abandon'd and given up by God to the effic 
of deluſion, a11n good earneſt Lickiens this groſs and palpable 
Error, and to impoſe the belief of it upon the Chriſtian World nn. 
der no leſs penalties than of temporal death and eternal damna- 
tionw. And therefore to undeceive , if poſſpble, theſe deluded. 
Souls, 3t will be neceſſary t0 examine the pretended grounds of ſo: 
falſe a Doltrin, and to lay open the monſtrous Abſurdity of vt. 


ANSWER. © n 


And yet notwithſtanding all this, there is a Seb of 
£00 and given up by God to the 


our Adverſaries, efficacy of deluſion , as confidently to deny this revealed 


and eſtabliſhr 
wi.h Penalties, 


<ee the Penal 
Laws and Teſts, 


truth, and to impoſe this ſtrange Negative Article of Faith 
of theirs, That in the Sacrament of the Lords Supper there is 
nos any Tranſubſtantiation of the Elements of Bread andWine 
into rbe Body and Blood of Chriſt, at or after Conſecration by 

»* þy what ſoever,, under 10 leſs penaltzes, than the tempo- 
ral loſs of their Eſtates and Livelihoods, the loſs of their 
Lives, the formal renouncing of the Catholic Faithand Re- 
tigion, which is dearer to them than their Lives, and con- 
ſfequently Eternal damnation. Therefore to undeceive, (which. 
we hope is poſſible, theſe deluded Souls, it will be neceſſary to 
fhew the real gromds upon which Tranſubſtantiation is. 
built, that ſo the monflrow abſurdity of the contrary Do- 
Arin may be made toappear. 


DISCOURSE. 


Andin the handling of this Argiament, I ſhall proceed in this 
ain method. 
I. 1 ſhall conſider the pretended grounds and reaſons of the 
Chwurch of Rome for this Dottrin. 
II. 1 fhall produce our ObjeCtions againft it.. And if 1 


CAN. 
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Can ſhew that there is no tolerable for it,, and that there 


are invincible Objettions againſt it, then every man is not only in 


reaſon excuſed from believing this Doftrin, but hath great 
cauſe to believe the contrary. 

FIRST, 1 will conſider the pretended grounds and reaſons 
of the Church of Rome for this Doltrin, ich muſt be one or 
more of theſe frye. Either 1ſt, The Amuthority of Scripture. 
Or 2ly. The perpetual belief of this Doftrinin the Chriſtian 
Church, a4 an evidence that they always underſtood and inter - 


preted our Saviour's words, This is my Body, tn thu Senſe. 


Or gly. The Authority of the preſent Church to makg and de- 
clare new Articles of Faith, Or qly. The abſolute neceſſity of 
ſuch @ change as thu in the Sacrament, to the comfort and be- 
of thoſe who recetve thus Sacrament, Or Fly. To magnifie 

the power of the Prieft, in being able to work, ſo great a Miracle. 

1ſt. They pretend for this Doftrin the eAuthority of Scrj- 
pture in thoſe words of our Saviour, This is my Body. Now 
ro ſbew the inſufficiency of this pretence, I ſhall endeavour to make 
good theſe two things. 

I. That there is no neceſſuty of underſtanding thoſe words of 
our Saviour in the ſenſe of Tranſubſtantiation. 

2. That there us a great deal of reaſon to underſtand thew 
otherwiſe. 


ANSWER. 


In the handling of this Argument I ſhall proceed in this plain 
method. 

I. 1 ſhall conſider the ſolid gromds awdreaſonsof the Ca- 
tholic Church for this Dotres. 

II. I ſhall weigh the Objesors which the Author makes 
againſt it. And if I can ſhew that there is a real ground 
for it, and that the Objeidions againit it areweak, and in- 
conſiderable, then every man is not only in reaſon obliged 
to believe it, but hath great cauſe to reject the contrary. 

Firſt, / forall conſider the ſolid grounds end reaſons of the 


Catholic Chnrch for this Doftrin. Which are at leaſt 


theſe five. aſt. The N_— Scripture, 2ly. The ap 
2 ti 


. courſe. 


Il 


The Method of 
the enſuing Diſ« 
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tual belief of this Doftrin in the Chriſtian Church, a4 an evi- 


| dence that t hey always under ils 00d and inter pr eted our SAviours 


words, This is my Body, in this Senſe. Or 3ly. The Autho- 
rity of the Church in every Age to declare, propoſe, and ex- 
hibit, when, by miſinterpretation of Heretics , they are 
forc'd to it, a more explicit Senſe of the Ancient Articles 
of our Faith. Or 4ly. The infinite Mercy and condeſcen- 
fion of -God to operate ſuch a change as this, for the com- 
fort and benefit of thoſe who receive this Sacrament, Or gly. 
The juſt dignity of the Przeſ#, whom God is pleas'd tomake 
uſe of as his Miniſter for the workzng ſo miraculous a change. 

1ſt. The Catholic Church hath always grounded the Do- 
Arin of the Real Preſence or TranſubRantiationupon the 
Authority of Divine Revelation in theſe words of our Sa- 
viour, This 1s my Body. Now toſhew the validity of this 
Proof 1 ſhall endeavour to make goed theſe two things. 

I. That there us a neceſſity of underſtanding theſe words of 
our Savioar in the Senſe of the Real Preſence, or Zranſub- 
ftantiation. From whence It will neceſlarily follow, 

II. That there # noreaſon at all for the underſtanding them 


otherwiſe. 


DISCOURSE: 


Firſt, That there 1s no neceſſity to underſtand thoſe words of 
eur Saviour in the ſenſe of Iranſubſtantiation. If there be any, 
it muſt be from one of theſe tws Reaſons, Either becauſe there 
are n0 fieurative expreſſions in Seripture, which I think, no man 


ever yet ſaid: or elſe, becauſe a Sacrament admits of no fi-. 


gures; which would be very abſurd for any man to ſay, ſince it 
of the very nature of a Sacrament to repreſent and exhibit 


ſome inviſible grace and benefit by an outward ſign and figure : 


And eſpecially ſince ut carnot be denied, but that mm the inſtitution 
of thus very Sacrament onr Saviour uſeth figurative expreſſions 
and ſeveral words which.cannot be taken ſiriftly and literally. 


| When he gave tbe Cup, he ſaid, This Cup is the New Teſta- 


ment in my Blood, |which is ſhed for you and for many for 
the remiſſion of Sins. Where firſt, the Cup #s put. for 


Wine: 
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Wine contained in the Cup ; or elſe if the words be literallyta- 
hen, ſo as to ſignifie a ſubſtantial change, it is not of the Wine 
but of the Cup ; and that, not into the Blood of Chriſt, but 
into the New Teſtament, or new Covenant in his Blood, Be- 
ſides, that his Blood is ſaid then to be ſhed, and his Body to be 
broken, which was not till bes Paſſion, which followed the Inſtitution 
and firſt celebration of this Sacrament. 


XY « % OPT PIP Ws v. —_— _ —_ 
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ANSWER, 


| Firſt, That there 3s a neceſſity of underſtanding thoſe words 
of our Saviour in the Senſe of the Real Preſence Or Tranſub- underſtanding 
ſtantiation, For theſe two Reaſons, 1. Beeauſe although there 27, Lords words 
be many figurative expreſſions in Scripture, which all men al- the Real Pre- 
; low, yet this, in relation to the Caſe in hand, is not ſuch. *©*< 

, 2. Although « Sacrament admits of Figures, which no man 

is ſo abſard as to deny, ſince it is of the very nature of a Sa- 

crament, to repreſent aud exhibit ſome inviſible grace and be- 

nefit by an outward Sign and Figure ; Yet the Figure doth not 

lie where the Author pretends it doth. The Rule which 

men ought to obſerve in their diſcourſe in relation to Fi- 

| gures1s this, Thata Figure ſhould not be uſed which the Au- 

ditor doth not eaſily apprehend to be ſo. To compare, 
therefore, a Figure, which all the World can eaſily under- 

ſtand to be ſo, with an expreſſion which no man can Con- 

ſtrue to be a Figure, according to the Rules of human 
Diſcourſe, is very abſurd : Yet ſuch is the Authors inſtance 

from Scripture. From whence he alledgeth, that when 

our Saviour gave the Cup, he ſaid, This Crp is the New 

Teſtament in my Blood, n-hich 1s ſhed, (or more properly pour- 

ed out) for you, and for many, for the remiſſion of Sins. Did 

n2t our Lord plainly read in the minds of his Diſciples, 

that, by the Cup, they would underſtand, that which was 

contained in the Cup ? If any one ſhould advile the Author, 

when he is thirſty, todrink off his Glais,, would. he be ſo. 

| inconſiderate as to ſwallow it together with the Wine ? 

Nay further, ſo unhappy 1s the Author, as to urge this in- 


tance of holy Scripture in the firſt place, which alone is. 
cough 


BE EE ee LES ee ee Los 


"010099 0h LOR ER IS a be wo 


4 


Tranſubllantiation Defended. 


enough fully to clear the Point againſt him. Neither the 
Apoſtles, nor any men elſe could be ſo ignorant of the man- 
ner of hnman diſcourſe, as not to apprehend, that our 
Saviour, by the Cp, meant what was contained init, which 
was mot certainly Chriſts Blood ; for otherwiſe it could 
not be ſaid of it, as it is Lake 22. 20. that it was then pared 


. out for the Apoſtles, and for many, for theremiſſton of Sims : 
It is ſaid, #s poured| out, in the Preſent Tenſe ; not, ſhall be 


Lutea2,30, 


" boc Siwulacbrums 
eſt vine quod fi- 
lum Derpeperit, 


_* Solecoph anes, 


oured out, in the Future; therefore here can be meant, 
only theBlood of Chriſt, as now poured out in the Sa- 
crament for them, not as it was afterwards ſhed from his 
Cracified Body upon the ground. TheOriginal runs thus, 
T#To 78 ToHptoy 6 #2uyh Naflinn, TH) d1pd)i wa, 78 Umeg SURS Sour 
vOutvoy : Where in conſtruction HV OWE 9 agrees with Tm) nployy 
and not with 4us);. And Wine as a Figure only of Chriſts 
Blood, or fignifying itsvirtne,could not be poured ont for the 
remiſſion of Sins: You might with more gry, > Speech, 
affirm of an tmage of the Bleſſed Virgin, * This 1s thar 
which conceived the Son of God z, becauſe m this there is ſome 
plain reſemblance tothe Prototype.Bezaa greatCritic,in his 
way, thongh an Adverſary to the Catholic DoCtrin in this 
Point, not being able to deny this Proof, wonld rather 
have the Scripture to be thought falſe, although that be the 
whole Foundation of their Faith, than change his Opinion 
and ſaith, that it isa * Soleci/m, and ſhould be 24zvyouirs: He 
concludes that the holy Spirit, or St. Luke, that divinely 
inſpired Pen-man, the moſt eloquent of all the Evangeliſts, 
could be ſooner miſtaken, though in a matter of fo great 
moment, than himſelf ; or elſe he wonld have the Scripture 
to be falſified, and corrupt, in this place, and not himſelf. 
For he acknowledges that all theancient Manuſcripts which 
he had ſeen, and even his own, which wasof great Authori- 
ty, and of vexerable Antiquity, venerands Antiquitatis, to- 
gether with the Syrzac Verſion, to which he gives this Elo- 
gy, that it was deſervedly accounted to be of greateſt au- 
thority, maxime merito authoritatis, did conſpire together, 


_ to refer the effuſion of Blood to the Cap. The Anthor, 


therefore, and all that feparate from the Catholic Church 
in 
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in this Point, muſt either, atlaſt, be forced to confeſs here, * fone we 
as * Beza doth concerning thoſe words of our Lord, This is pop! ſoy F, bl 
zry Body , That this og thus expreſt cannot be retain- 7%. quod nunc 
ed, but it muſt prove Tranſubſtantiation, after the. manner of zeineri 1eip(s? 
che Papifts; or elſe that the Holy Scriptore, the Foundation nn poge, 79 pu” 
of Chriſtian Faith, is made invalid : So that it is plain from 7% in bis chriſt 
what hath been ſaid, that che Cup 5s here put for what is con- chu wenn? 
rained in the Cup, and that the words, fo taken, do ſignifie, and 1 Tran/ubſtan- 
operate a ſubſtantial Change, not of the Cp, but of the y = <q 
Wine in the Czp; and that, not into the New Feffament, or Compare 
Covenant, but into the Blood of Chriſt, in which this New Co- , 7% 19.36. 4 
venant, or Teftament is made, ſealed and confirmed. Beſides, wr 17 brat,” 
that his Blood is ſaid, here, then to be poured ont, and his $1 1097-11024. 
Body, then to be broken, and given for us, which they could not whbd io draher 
be unleſs they were ther really in the Sacrament; becauſe £7 3%  Wiich 
the Paſſion, (wherein * his Body was peirced only, not broken, Sr. Cbyſotome wo 
as in the Sacrament, and his Blood was ſhed from his Cru- (7, %cankt 
cified Body upon the ground, not only poxred forth from be did nor Taffer 
one Veſſel to another, and drunk as in the Sacrament,) gebtoyio 
followed the Inſtitution and firſt Celebration of this Sa- thee, he ſuffers 
crament, in the Euchariſt: 
| Thiy is ny Body 
which 16 byohen 


DISCOURSE. .  _"w_ 


But that there is no neceſſity to underſtand our Saviour's 
words in the ſenſe of Tranſubſtantiation, 7 wif rake the plain 
conceſſion of a great number of the moſt learned Writers of the 
Church of Rome in this Controverſie, (a) Bellarmin, (Þb) (a) de Exch. 4.3, 
Suarez and (c) Vaſques do acknowledg Scotus rhe great School- (b) is 3 dif 4 
man tr0 have ſaid that this Doftrin cannot be evidently pro- V+ 75. Seat 2, 
ved from Scripture: eAnd Bellarmin grants this not-to be 1m- pt OY 
probable ;, and Suarez and Vaſques ns ore (d) Durandus 2 75+ «rr. 2, 
to have ſaid as much, (e) Ocham, another famous Schoolman, (4) is Sent. L.4. 
ſays expreſly, that the DoEtrin which holds the Subſtance #11. Qu. «, 
of the Bread and Wine to remain after Conſecration isnei- (c) i 4 Sort: 
ther repugnant to Reaſon nor to Scripture. (f) Petrus Þ5 & 
ab Alliaco, Cardinal of Cambray, ſays plainly, That the Do- =k : 
C&rin of the Subſtance of Bread and Wine remaining afrer ('/ is + S-7 


* ,6 5 
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Conſecration is more eaſie, and free from Abſurdity , 

more rational and no ways repugnant to the Autho- 

rity of Scripture; nay more , that for the other Dottrin, 

viz. of Trauſubſtantiation, there 1s no evidence in Scri- 

DT I pture. (g) Gabriel Biel, another great Schoolman and Dz- 
met wine of their Church, freely declares, that as to any thing 
expreſs'd in the Canon of the Scriptures, a man may be- 

lieve that the ſubſtance of Bread and Wine doth remain 

after Conſecration : and therefore he reſolves the belief of 
Tranſubſtantiation into ſore other Revelation beſides Scripture, 

(h) = quis. which he ſuppoſeth the Church bad about it, Cardinal (h) 

part, Qu, 75, Cai | 

art, 1. jetan confeſſeth that the Goſpel doth no where expreſs 
that the Bread is changed into the Body of Chriſt ; that we 

have this from the Authority of the Church : Nay, he goes 

farther, That there is nothing in the Goſpel which en- 

forceth any man tounderſtand theſe words of Chriſt, this 

is my Body, in a proper and not a metaphorical Senſe; 

but the Church having underſtood them ina proper Senſe, 

they are to be ſoexplained: Which words in theRoman E- 

(61), Fzid. @- dition of Cajetan are expunged by order of Pope (1) Pius V. 
9.75 anr.1 w,13. Cardinal (k ) Contarenus, and (1) Melchior Canus one of 
(k) 4: Saran. . the beſt and moſt judicious Writers that Church ever had, reckon 
(1) Loc. Theotog. this Dottrin among thoſe which are not ſo expreſly found 
Co Colirs ca. 1 Scripture. I will add but one more, of great authority in 
| tiv. La'nlm the Church, and a reputed Martyr, (m) Fiſher Biſhop of Ro- 
* 16. 7-2. Cheſter, who ingenuonſly confeſſeth, that in the words of the Inſti- 
tutionthere is not one word from whence the true Preſence 

of the Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt in our Maſs can be proved*: 

So that we need not much contend that this DofFrin hath no cer- 

tain foundation in Scripture, when this 1s ſo fully and frankſy 


atknowledged by our Adver aries themſelves, 
ANSWE R. 


1he Senſe of te The Author hath had very little Succeſs yet, in that, 


Schoolmen cor- 


rupree and their WhICh he calls, a Diſcourſe againſt Tranſubſtantiation ; 
provlewatical therefore becauſe | he would now do ſome Execution, he is 


I'i\courſe n j- 
itaken fos their Concluſion by the Adverſary. 
forc'r 
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forc't to come down to his Adverſaries to ſharpen his blunt 

Weapons. Which, notwithſtanding will prove no ad- 

vantage to his Cauſe. He here, then, tells us in his firſt > 
Period, That he will take the plain Conceſſion of a great 

number of the moſt Learned Writers of the Church of Rome is: 

thu Controver ſie, that there is N O neceſſity to underſtand onr 

Saviour's Words in the Senſe of Tranſubſtantiation. But what 

if it manifeſtly appear from the Words of theſe Writers, 

that he rakes this by force, which they never gave him ; 

ſince they all thought themſelves bound to accept the 

Words in that Senſe which they acknowledge the Church: 

to have given of them, as deducible from Scripture by ne- 

ceſſary Conſequence, tho' not ſo plainly prov'd from the 

bare Words, conlider'd by themſelves, as you ſhall fee from 

their Authorities hereunder cited ? Then he proceeds, like 

a falſe Muſtermaſter, to make up the number of his Liſt, by 

calling Men that are not in it, to anſwer to other Names 

than their own. Bellarmin, Suarez , and Vaſquez do ac- Sc ali the Cima- 
knowledge Scotus, &C. Again, Bellarmin grants this not to be the Margete of 
emprobable , and Suarez and Vaſqutz acknowledge Durand ——_ wy 
10 bave ſaid a; much, Here they are wheel'd about a ſecond are plac'd in «:- 
time t9 make the greater Show 3 yet there are but two 4: 

Men in effeCt after all this calling. The Author fays, 

Bellarmin, and Suarez, and Vaſquez ſay, Such a Man faid ſuch * Si dicar, que 
a Thing : Why, ſuch a blundering ſort of an Evidence Nc v=o oa 
would be flung out of any inferior Court of Judicature ; it men, exprei 
faulters ſo manifeſtly at the very beginning, that we wha 14-7 
may aſlure our ſelves it can never ſpeak clearly, Let 1n*e/er prope 
us ſee therefore what * Score ſaith for h1mſelf ; his Words EE = 
are theſe : If you ſay that Chriſt, by ſaying This is my 4:t0qued/ubſten- 
Body , doth plainly teach wi, that the Bread doth not re- mh 6/1 2590 
main, for then the Propoſition would ge falſe, this us not co- _ : 


gent : for ſuppoſing (ſo that 'tis but a Suppoſition ſtill) the fare; jicur mode. 
Subſtance | Bread did ſtill remain, the Subſtance of Bread 1s 'onjtranuer ac 


, p cidentiz, qui 
ot demonſtrated here, but what is contain'd under the Bread, ,, uclefſe nd 


as now the Accidents are ſhew'd, for then the Propoſition would tio, falſa, ſed ee 
: - = ſenſi ws, boc quod 
be falſe ;, but the Senſe &, that which ſhall be contain'd under i: conenum jub 


this ſenſible Sign, 1s my Body, Mark, how much Score fa- 2"? ſen'%bil: eft 
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Tranſubſlantiation Defended. [+08 
Ways. Ard (b) Durand: himſelf after he has Difſ- ©) Drrantw 


Tria folide pi 


cours'd Problematically upon the Point, like a Schoolman, uir. Prim, quot 
at laſt concludes folidly : That 1.2 15 29t always to be cho- ſ: aljtuntra, pan's 
fen in matters of Faith, which hath feweſt difficulties conſe- xl agriy ma 
quent to it--- That the ſubſtance of Bread and Wine is chang'd ” _ 4x. cn 
into the ſubſtance of Chriſts Body : That that only us princ- ao, qued nat 
pally effected in this Sacrament, which ts ſignified by the form þ _o _ 


of the words,viz. of Conſecration. Which Argument being angus corijei 
urg'd by him from Scripture for Tranſubſtantiation, is a J#'* iis 


Fab nt ral-m g- 


plain Evidence that he did not deny theneceſlity of under- din ſex t 4 


{tanding our Saviours words in that Senſe : For he concludes '*©5 a4ſpr- 
o ca'!, ſub quans 


poſitively from Scripture, that both theſe things are made jrerint panic & 
ro be in this Sacrament, viz. The Exiſtence of the Body of GTO 
Chriſt and the Converſion of the Bread into it : And what 1s /'n''s. Tertwo, 

quoi quamvis ile 


this but Tranſubſtantiation? Therefore what the Authors 7, 7:95" 
abovemention'd ſay concerning Scors and Durand, is to be non t 1anex | 


#' dn 1 Jun a- 


applied rather to their particular manner of explicating {47,5 Fr, 
the Doctrin of Tranſubſtantiation, than to the thing ir ſelf, p /ib:ts : con- 


cluding for the 


lince many (c)other Authors do not think them to be mi- $4 1c gives tes 
Itaken in the Point. reaſons for it : 


1. In his que ſun? 
| fe fer non et |em- 

per cligendum ilid al quod ſequun'ur pauciores dif.cult1tes, '- © Quot illud ſol:.m c fc? iy In hog 
Sacrannio pi :cipatiter, quod jignijicatur pr formam verborui. — utrummque efierur it bot) Sacramento, 
ſeilicet Exiſtentia corpori» Chriſti © converſio panis, (c) So be that writes the S:h154 upon this Author, 
ab.n. 13. Vina ſunt ergo que ex hoc Suarez © Sotus ol jiciunt contra Sſotum, Cui fal ſo tmpenit Sit 4, quot 
afferad Ecclefigm acce;jrfſe Tranſulſtantiationem a Dottoribus, Vid etjam Card. Peron, De his auito= 
VIETT-UNS. 


(d) Ocham ſeems to allow, that the ſubſtance of Bread (4) .Ochamus. 


ray remain tho” it forſakg its accidents, and the ſubſtance maker» 5 4 omg 
of Chriſt”s Body doth not forſake them; and this according to ——_ Chriſti, 

him wasone way of ſolving Tranſubſtantiation, which he 1: mz pou. 
is far from ſaying to be contrary either to Reaſon or ©" 4 Jorends 


quod 'remaneat abi 


Scriptu I'Co ſubſtimtia pan's, 
CG cnn hoc quod 


corpus Chrifi coexiſtit ſul ſtantie 3lli, ita quo4 prima ſubſtantia ſit deſerens accrlen'ia, Secunda non, ſed 
tan tum coexiliens : alio med guod recedat ſubſtantia panis jubito de illo loco a4 alium lotrum, &* reman'ant 
acciden:ia, UW eis coexijtat corpus Chrifti, Tertio, quod retigaturun materiam per ſe ſtantem, viz, aliam for- 
mam recipientemy@ hoc ſtve in colem ſrve in alia, munc ili materie T' accrdentbus coexiitat corpus Chriſty. 


Bugrto, yrod ſubſtantia panis redigatur in ntl, Quedirbet zſtorum *ſt poſſibile. 


D 2 (ec) Petrus 


20 Crauſubſlantiation Defended. 
(c) Perrus ab (e ) Petrums ab Alliaco Cardinal of Cambray was of O- 


AVliaco Card, Ps 
Tertia, ks fuit, PHMON that it was poſſible, and not repugnant tO Reaſon nor 


quo4 ſubjtantis "rhe Authority of the Bible, nay that it was more eaſie to be un- 
& toc prtefh duh derſtood, and more reaſonable that the ſubſtance of Bread ſhould 
citer ime;jnart, remain rhere where the Body of Chriſt begins to be, and that ſo 
quodrenmmen the ſubſtance of the Bread ſhould be ſaid to paſs into the ſub- 


quod re naneat . . . 

1bilem ub1 corp (ance of the Body of Chriſt. So that here is Tranſubſtan- 
Criftimetit ef": "tion ſtill plainly maintain'd in his Senſe ; and he doth 

& ſic dicere > Llation ſtill plainly maintain'd in his Senſe; and he doth nor 


ſ«bjt-1ia 1:%« helieve that there was nced of any other Revelation for ir, 


trunjire 31 (ub. k 
/{a"tia® corporis ; TNAN SCTIPLUTE. 
quoniam wbi et | \S 
hoc, incipit eſſe ia, &c = prior qui-lem ille modus efi fofſec ilir, nec repugnat ratont, nec altorizati BLlie, 
1/10 et ficilior a4 inivilg: zdum, &' rationaz ulior quam 014815 (0, | 


| (f) GabrietBiel. (f) Gabriel Biel tells us, that although 1t be expreſly de- 
res exiT'* liver d in Scripture, that the Body of Chriſt is truly contain'd 
jrupn, quo corpus jnder the Species of, Bread, and recetv'd _ Faithful, yet 
lei ei. it 1s not found expreſly in the Canon of the Bible,” how the 
ſub {{ ecarbus pms & : | « 

6 wmetur,& 4 i= Body: of Chriſt is there, whether by the Converſion of ſome- 
eats ; thing into it : or whether the Body of Chrift begins 10 be with 


tunen quomolo bi 


jir Chrijti c.1pus, the Bread without Conver ſion, the ſubſtance and accidents of the 
IA [ er eonverjao- 


nm alicujus i Dread remaining ; But he doth not deny the former of theſe 
Tjum : an ſine ways tobe neceſſarily deduc'd from Scripture; and there- 


converſarne i179 t- 


56s oſs corps JOTE UNS Authority makes nothing againſt us. Cardinal 
Cit: cxm pane Cajeran's words were cenſur'd and expunged by Authori- 


- 47. mt.bus ſub- ; 
age 1 ty, and therefore ought not to be brought againſt us. 
wen tins pan, 

= 0. gee exprelſum in Canaue Bi.lie, 


C7) Ounrtrrnpe (g ) Cardinal Contarenyus freely declares , that all Dj- 
On vines agree, although it be not plainly deliver'd, viz. not in 


Omnes Theclo”t 
conrenunt, licet cexprels words , yet following Reaſon as their Guide ( and 
<6 xqoony wi what is this but | neceſſary rational deduftion? ) That 
rwnch dutlum ſe- this (VIZ. Which IS done in the Sacrament )) cannot be e- 
quentes, quod fieri fetted by a local motton, but by ſome change of the ſubſtance 


ijtut non quet 


mu iocett, jel of Bread into the Body of Chriſt, which is call d Tranſub- 


ut iron? qua- "4 oP 
dm ſ.b.tawie frantiation ? 


prin In COrpas 
G rijli, quan appellant Tranjubflanianonemn, 


(h) Melchior: 
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Tranſubllantiation Defended, 21 
Ch) Melchior Canns doth acknowledg that the Church (b) melchior 


_—_ 4 3 . . C:imus. Now 
hath by the Spirit of 1ruth explain'd ſome things which are naila per ſyritum 
accounted obſcure in the my Writings , and that She doth voriatis ex{licuit 


; |; Sa | Ereleſa. p, 
juſtly judge the Authors of the contrary Opinions to be Here- "ww 4" hour og 


rics, But things may be neceſſarily contain'd in Scrip- Fenn" 5, nanny 
rcrejſta bereti- 


ture, altho' with ſome obſcurity. So that there is not ſo :,, j:4i.a; wn. 
much as one of theſe Authors, ( unleſs it be that which #4r-ormm dgnae. 
is condemn'd by the Church, and therefore in that Point is 7" 
none of ours)) who hathtold us, That there. 1s »o neceſſity 
to underſtand our Saviours Words in the Senſe of Tran- 


ſubſtantiation. 
Laſtly, Asif that rrue Martyr Biſhop Fiſher , had not 
ſuffer'd enough already, the Author exerciſes further 
cruelty againſt him, by a falſe and imperfeCt recital of 
his words, and corrupting their Senſe. This Holy Biſhop- 
indeed, ſpeaking of the words of Inſtitution , faith: 
(a) Thbere 15 not one word put here, by which it can be provad, (a) De Evange- 


P, lis loquens, att, 


that in OUR Maſs the true Preſence of the Body and Bloo weghe nit 


of Chriſt is made to be, which laſt words, 1s made to be, hic. vertum 
The Author falſly renders by theſe words, can be proved. EI. 


But this good Martyr doth not ſay, that Chriſts words of =: ran Jn 
Ccarnis anguznis 


Inſtitution are not to be underſtood in the Senſe of the 7; La on 


True and Real Preſenceof his Body, as made to be in that 41. Nam e:/; 
Chriſtus ex pane 


Sacrament whichour Lord himſelf Conſecrated ; but that 77% or tre. 
the Power of Prieſts, NOW, to Conſecrate in our Maſs «x vino ſanguiner 


after the ſame manner, is not expreſsd in the bare words jp merge 
of Inſtitution; And it is evident from the immediately tute alicujus verbs 
following words of this Reverend Biſhop, that this is his [5170.0 4 
true Senſe, which words run thus: For a{ths Chriſt made tavirinu, iden 
of the Bread his Fleſh, andof the Wine his Blood, it doth not ff [I 


therefore follow by vertue of any word here placd, that WE Edit. Wirceburg 
. Cl9. 15 


ſhall effett the ſame as often as we endeavor it : As Is alſo xy; 

plain from the other words of this Reverend Authors in 

the ſame Chapter. Without the Interpretation of the Fa- 

thers, and the uſage of the Cynrch by. them deliver d down 

unto #5, nv body will prove out of the bare words of Scripture, <4 pam, 1c. 
that any Prieſt can Conſecrate the true Body and Blood of '"1rciarionem , 


CL njun nobis ab 


Chriſt,----- For, although we allow Chriſt to have ſaid (whit «dew iidine 
Scrip- news probatit ex 


22 Tranſubſtartiation Defenved. 


'ipſis nu2s Even Scripture ſaith he did in this kind) ro rhe Apoſtles ot of 
lit bh S Cer- - p, AG Fs, 

Gotem quenryian LAKE ard Paul, it doth not therefore follow, that he gave the 

veram Chriſti ſame Power to all that were to ſucceed them, for a Power of 


pact ET caſting out Devils mas given to the Apoſtles. But that this 
Learned and Pious Biſhop aflerted the change of the ſub- 


crare. 


= bx. ſtance of the Bread intothe Body. of Chriſt to be rhe ne- 


pe&1s d:xijſe, ut Ceſſary Senſe of the words of Chriſt, 1761s 5 :y Body, is 
race = 13% clear tromtheſe words of his : (b) If the Subſeance, ſaith 


nan jro;terca 


poor md he, of Bread is changed into Chriſis Body, Chriſt et:ht not 
rollers, eandom T0 have ſaid otherwiſe than he hath ſaid : And azain, If the 


Joſteris eanden S 


tradiderit poreſta- (ſubſtance 6f Bread remain, then Chriſt oreght to have ſpoke 
tem. Nam ally 


daia fuit porejtas Otherwiſe. We mult take notice, that this Pious Biſhop was 
ejciends demo Qefending Tradition as neceſſary for the Interpretation 


(6) Crs cap- Of ſome places of Scripture, and particularly ſuch which 


#/vizat. Babi. Telateto the Power. that thoſe who ſucceed the Apoſtles 


C 4.n. 11. De | LR 8 
Parribus Concitia Rave to Conſecrate, and upon very good Grounds, ſince 


I without Tradition, we cannot conclude the Scripture it 
uwarci 10CUens., - 

_ 4+ ſubjtannapany Telf to be the Word of God ; and no Church can prove 
mn C-rjticorpus the Succeſſion of her Paſtors to this high Function, which 
Convertatur Quen= 


adnodum ils I$ Without doubt a Fundamental Point. Since therefore 
definierunt, n22 the Proteſtants hold , that there is a lawful Succeſſion 


debuit alutzr 


dix:ſſe Chrijtus Of Paſtors in Gods Church, as neceſſary to the Salvation of 
am xr", Mankind, as evidently deduced from Scripture, interpre- 
panis, 4xanquam ted by Tradition, tho" not from the bare words of the 
nappa, Inſtitution of the Eucharilt, no leſs than Catholics-; and 
ramen perunizs | that they have as full a Right to Conſecrate as the Apo- 
-- p2m9- ol ſtles themſelves, they mult therefore allow that they do 
zam hanc 4iſeex. Go fo: And then there can be no doubt rals d from the 
—_ 3/90 words of this holy. Biſhop, but that Chri/#'s Body and 
"rapahy ror; Blood are truly in the Sacrament by way of 1ranſubſtan- 
us 2% tation, which Doctrin heallows to have a certain Foun- 
Omnis emrino © Gation In Scripture; But the Author here would rather 
jublaziwiico- pull down the Pillars on which the Church of Chriſt 
BT itands, by interrupting the Epiſcopal Succeſſion, and un- 

dermine its very Foundation, than not ſet a Face upon his 

Argument , that he |may thereby delude unwary Chrilti- 

ans. Upon the whole matter, it is plain from what hath 


been ſaid; 1. That not any of theſe Catholic _—_— 
which 


Tranſubſtantiation Defended; 


which are cited , held that there was no neceſſity to 
underſtand our Saviours words in the Senſe of Tran- 


ſubſtantiation , but the contrary. 2. That they indeed 


differed only about ſome curious Speculations concerning 
the Dependences and Circumſtances of this DoCtrin of 
Tranſubſtantiation, which they Diſcours'd of in a Proble- 
matical way; as for inſtance 3. Whether this Tranſub- 
{tantiation is a Mutation and 'Tranſubſtantiation Pro- 
ductive, that 1s to ſay, by vertue of which the Subſtance 


.of the Body is produc'd from the Subſtance of.Bread ; or 
a Mutation and Tranſubſtantiation Adduttive, that is ta 


ſay, by vertue of which the Subſtance of Bread ceaſes to 
be 3 and that of the Budy be Introdu'd in it's place : And 
whether in this AdduCttive.Tranſubſtantiation, the Cella- 
tion of the Subſtance of Bread and Wine, ts to be call'd 
Annihilation ; or whether it ought tobe exempt from this 
Name, for as much as, altho'it ceaſe to be, nevertheleſs 
this Ceſiation of it's Eſſence hath not Non-entity for it's 
final Term, but the Subſtitution of the Eſſence of the Body 
of Chriſt, cr the like; and ſach kind of diſputes which 
d:lnotar all relate to the Effence of the Article of Tran- 
ſubſcantiation, but only to ſome conſequences, and modes 
of it; far all the School-men agree, That the Bread and 
W:rearechang'd and Tranſubſtantiated into the Body 


and Blood of Chriſt, by vertue. of Conſecration , the Sub- 
ſtances of Bread and Wine ceaſing to be, and thoſe of the = 


Body and Blood being ſubſtituted in their place. 3. They 
evidently deduce the Eſſential part of the DoCtrinof Tran- 
ſubſtantiation from Scripture; and altho ſome few of them 
do ſometimes ſay, that the bare words of Scripture do 
not compell us to believethe leſs material conſequences of 
it, yet they do not deny that theſe alſo may be rationally 
deduc'd. 4. The Author doth not pretend to prove from 
theſe Authoritics, that theſe Writers did not hold the 


Real Preſence of Chriſts Body here, butonly a ſign and 


vertue of it, as Proteſtants do, ſince it is clear from all 
their Writings, that they did hold it, as proved from 


Scripture, Altho l might have ſayed my ſelt, the RINGS 
| © 
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of clearing this point ſo largely , had I not thought it 
convenient rather for the vindication of theſe Writers, 
whom the Author hath ſo groſly abuſed, than for the 
defending the DoCtrin of the Real Preſence or Tranſub- 
ſtantiation. For what if ſeven Authors ſhould before the 
Solemn Declaration of the Church have denied it to be ne- 
ceſſarily proved from Scripture , tho' really they have 
not ; Are there not ſeventy times ſeven of another mind ? 
Were not the Arian Biſhops, the Sem-Pelagians and other 
Heretics, who at ſeveral times oppos'd the Articles of 
the Chriſtian Faith, vaſtly more numerous ? And the 
Author knows, that Catholic Chriſtians are not to rely 
upon the Judgment of any inconſiderable number of private 
DoCtors Opinions concerning the Senſe of an Article of 
Religion, but' upon the Judgment of the generality of 
Catholic Fathers, which is diſcerned in their Writings , 
and in the Deciſions of the moſt General Councils , and 
in the conſtant and peneral Tradition of the Church, 


DISCOURSE. 


Secondly, If there be no neceſſity of underſtanding our $a- 
viour's words in the Senſe of Tranſubſtantiation, 1 am ſure 
there 1s a great deal of reaſon to underſtand them otherwiſe. 
Whether we conſider the like Expreſſ:ons mn Scripture ;, as where 
our Saviour ſays he t the Noor, and the true Vine (which the 
Ghurch of Rome wojld mightily have triumph'd in, had it been 
ſaid, This 1s my true Body.) And fo likewiſe where the Church 
3s [aid to be Chriſt's Body ; and the Rock which follow'd the 
Hfraelites ro be Chriſt, 1 Cor. ro. 4. They drank of that 
rock which follow'd them, and that rock was Chriſt : AU 
which and innumerable more like Expreſſions in Scripture every 
Man underſtands in a Figurative, and not in a ſtriftly Literal 
and abſurd Senſe. And it is very well known, that in the He- 
brew Language things are commonly ſaid to be that which they 
do ſignific and repreſent ; and there 1s not in that Language a 
more proper and uſual way of expreſſing a thing to ſignifie ſo 
and ſo, than to ſay that it u ſoand ſo. Thu Joſeph Expouna- 

ing 


«. 
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ing Pharaoh's Dream to him, Gen. 41. 26. ſays, The ſeven 
good Kine are ſeven years,and the ſeven good Ears of Corn 
are ſeven years, that is, they ſignifi d or repreſented ſeven 
years of plenty ; and ſo Pharaoh underſtood him, and ſo would 
any Man of S:nſe underſtand the likg Expreſſions ; nor do I be- 
Lieve that any ſenſible Man, who had never heard of Tranſub- 
ſtantiation being grounded upon theſe words of our Saviour, 
This is my Body, would upon reading the Inſtitution of the 
Sacrament in the Goſpel ever have imagin'd any ſuch thing to 
be meant by our Saviour in thoſe words ; but would have under- 
' flood his meaning to have been, this Bread ſignifies my Body, 

this Cup ſienifies my Blood ; and this which you ſee me now do, 
ao ye hereafter for a Memorial of me : But ſurely it would 
never have entred into any man's Mind to have thought that our 
Saviour did literally hold himſelf in his Hape, and give away 
himſelf from himſelf with his own Hands, 


ANSWER, 


Secondly, Since there is a neceſſity of underſtanding our The Diſparity be- 
Saviours words in the Senſe of the Real Preſence, or Tran- ,14;.e expeeſinns 
ſubſtantiation, T am ſure there can be no reaſon given to nn- in H. Scripture 
derſtand them otherwiſe. For if we conſider the expreſſions arts on —_ 
which the Author produceth out of Scripture as reſembling # =» Body, ſhews 
theſe, they are ſo far from being /ike them , that from Jang. 7 ov 
thence we ſhall prove the quite contrary to what the Ay- properly. 
thor alledgeth them for : Therefore, toreduce this Head 
of Diſcourſe to ſome Method ; I ſhall firſt lay. down the 
Principles by which it is to be governed, that I may the 
better afterwards draw my Concluſion. 

1. Chriſt ever ſpake reaſonably, and in a manner con- Principles upon 
formable to good Senſe, nothing eſcaping him through ing Diſco k 
imprudence or miſtake. | grounded. 

2. His Power infinitely exceeds the capacity of our dns 440m 
minds; therefore it is againſt reaſon, that we ſhould con- 74/*4e tac re. * 
fine 1t to the narrow bounds of our underſtanding , or 


pretend that God cannot do what we-cannot concelve. 


E 3. When 


How Catholics 
Interpret the 
words of Inftiry- 
tion, and how 
Protcitaints. 
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2. When the Senſe of the words which Chriſt ſpeaks, 
if taken properly, is not contradictory to Right Reaſon, 
tho* above it, and the Rules of human Diſcourſe oblige 
us to take theſe words inthe proper Senſe, then we are 
pot to doubt of the Truth of them as ſo taken. | 

That we may the better apply theſe Principles, and the 
enſuing Diſcourſe to the Caſe in hand, I ſhall endeavorto 
State it as preciſely as may be, and draw it into as narrow 
a compaſs as Ican. Chriſtin the Inſtitutionof the Bleſled 
Sacrament ſaid, THIS IS MY BODY: Which 
words T hoſe of the Engliſh Church, that do not believe 
the Preſence of Chriſts Real Body in the Sacrament, yet 
Attribute the efficacy thereof tothe due Reception of the 
Sacramental Elements (and I will Charitably ſuppoſe the 
Author to be ane pf theſe) interpret thus : This thing, 
which you ſee toMe Bread in Subſtance, isa Sign of my 
Real Body, wherein the vertue of my Body, tho” it ſelf 
beabſent, is contained ; or whereunto this vertue is con- 
joyned, or together with which it is exhibited ; which ſe- 
veral ſorts of expreſſions I am forc't to uſe, that I may by 
ſome of them reach that Senſe which they have not yet 
ſifficiently explained. Catholics thus : This thing, which 
by the means of your Senſes, 1s repreſented to the mind 
under the Species or Appearance of Bread, is my Body 
in Subſtance. 

In theſe Explications, I ſay, that by, Thi, in the Pro- 
poſition, This is my Body, 1s meant, this thing; becauſe 
this is a Pronoun Demonſtrative, that doth not expreſs 
any particularly determinate, and diſtinCt Nature or Sub- 
ſtance: For it may be applied to any thing that is. the ob- 
ject of Senſe, or of pure Underſtanding, when it is but 
confukedly repreſented to the mind : As we ſay pointing 
to a perſon before us, This is Fohn, or this is Thomas, 
pointing to an Animal, we ſay, Ths is a Lamb, this is a 
Dove ; after we have diſcourſed of the nature of the Soul, 
we may fay of Cogation, conceiving it in our minds , This 
is the property of the Soul. Bur becauſe it would he great 
raſhneſs of judgment, and that which. is ſtrictly called 


prejudice, 
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prejudice, to conclude fully of the nature of any thing, 
which another, that is preſumed to know it better than we 
do, ſhould be ſhewing to us, before he hath fully pro- | 7 
nounced his Propoſition, by which he is to diſcover it's | 
natare : As for inſtance, if any one holding up a Gilt 
Shilling, or a Counterfeit Guiny ; ſhould be about to in- 
form us truly, that this was but a Shifling, or a Counterfeit 
L piece of Gold , which notwithſtanding appearcd to the 
Senſes like Gold , we ſhoufd raſhly conclude, before he 
tells ns fully, what it is he ſhews us, that it 1s a true picce 
of Gold : Oron the other hand, if any one ſhould hold up 
a true piece of Gold, which is diſcoloured fo by Sulphur, 
that it looks but like Silver,and ſhould be informing us, that. 
this is apiece of true Gold, we ſhould, before he hath 
ſpoke his words, conclude it was but Silver :: So it would 
have been prejudice in our Lord's Diſciples, to have con- 
cluded of the determinate nature of that, which he held in 
his Hands, when he was going to tell them, what it really 
was, viz. his Body, before he had fully pronounced the 
Propofition, ſaying, Thw is my Body : Which the Sacra- 
mentarians and our Author do, raſhly determining the 
thing which appears as Bread, to be ſo in Subſtance, upon 
the exhibiting the Species, and ſaying, This, which not- 
withſtanding, when the Propoſition 1s finiſhed, is in the 
Sacrament made and declared to bethe Body of Chritt : 
This therefore being a Pronoun demonſtrative, it is e- 
nough, that it exhibits ſomething unto us, under a certain 
outward appearance , without ſignifying diſtintly and 
clearly the whole nature of the thing, for it is the prop- 
perty of the Attribute or thing, that is affirmed of ano- 
ther, to add clearneſs to the ſubject, 'or thing of which ir 
is affirmed, by explaining the nature of the thing, intended 
ro be demonſtrated in the Propoſition,morefully; otherwiſe _ 
the Propoſition would be ridiculous; as if one ſhould ſay, 
this Bread is Bread, or this my Body is my Body. This 
thercfore in the Propoſition, This 1s my Body, only dif- 
covers ſome Real Thing which appears in ſucha manner 


as for inſtance, the Species of Bread, to the Senſes, which 
= our 
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onr Saviour, who was Truth it ſelf, who did know the 
truth of all things, and could alter the nature of any Cre- 
ated thing, by his Word, declares fully unto them to. be 
his Body, tho' under ſuch an appearance; ſothat,. whe- 
ther the change was made before, or at that very inſtant 
. of time, when our Lord ſpake the words, the latter of 
 whichis the general opinion of Catholics; the Propofition 
is ſtrictly true in a-proper Senſe. - 

Tn what Senſe I ſhall only premiſe one thing more, before I examin 
Extholics 2102 the Authors pretended proofs trom Scripture, becauſe L 

Figure in the ' 
Sacrament, would by no means make the breach betwixr us wider 
| than it is, which is this, That Catholics. acknowledge a 
Figure in the Sacrament, no le(s than Proteſtants. Thus 
the Bread and Wine, before Conſecration being diſtinCt 
things , and ſeparate one from the other, do reſemble 
Chriſts Body and Blood. ſeparated. upon the Croſs, and 
his Soul ſeparated from his. Body, altho' they could not 
dothis in their own nature ;. and till, after the firſt In- 
ſtitution, they were expoſed upon the Altar for 
ſuch a uſe, as might make us conſtder them as ſuch re- 
ſemblances, ſince there 1s not ſo much of. natural likeneſs, 
as to call the Idea of the Paſſion into our mind. We 
believe alſo, that after Conſecration, Chriſts Body in the 
Sacrament under the Veils of the Species of Bread and 
Wine, is a Figure, Similitude, or Examplar of the ſame 
Body of Chrift , as it ſuffer'd upon the Croſs, in like 
manner as his Body when newly born, was a Reſemblance, 
and Exemplar ,/ and expreſs Image of his Body at full 
growth: Butthis we conclude, not from thoſe words of 
our Lord, This is my Body, which muſt ſtill be. under- 
ſtood in a prapA[500hs but from the nature of the 
thing itſelf, after the Inſticution known to be made. 
From whence. we firmly believe the Body of Chriſt to. 
bethere.z it being of the nature of a Sacrament to repreſent 
and exhibit ſomthing more unto us, than what it outward- 

ly appears to be. 

I now proceed to conſider the Expreſſions which the Au- 
thor produceth out of Scripture, by which he would prove. 
a 
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a Figurative Preſence of Chriſts Body, in oppoſition to a 
Real one in the Catholic Senſe. And this being the main 
Proof upon which thoſe, who have renounced the Authority 
of the Church do pretend to build their Faith, ſince they 
allow that nothing ought to be admitted as an Article of 
Faith which is not clearly deduced from hence ; and conſe- 
quently nothing ought. to be condemned as contrary to the 
Chriſtian Faith, but what is manifeſtly repugnant to this. 
From hence then it is,. that he ſhould bring an evidence, 
which is able to overthrow the Authority of ſo many Coun- 
cils, and ſeveralof them General ones, as have determined 
this Point againſt him, and to ſhew plainly that the whole 
true viſible Church of Chriſt, which hath for near MDCC 
years received the DoCtrin of the Real Preſence of Chriſts 
Body, hath erred in ſo neceſſary a Point of Faith, and been 
guilty of Idolatry, even groſler than that of the Heathen 
World, as the Author pretends; notwithſtanding the Evi- 
dence of the ſame Holy Scripture, that the Holy Spirit ſhall 
lead it into all Truth, and that the Gates of Hell ſhall not be 
able to prevail againſt it. Let us ſee therefore how well 
he acquits himſelf- in this vaſt enterpriſe, of ſogreat con- 
cern to the Chriſtian World. . His Argument from Scri- 
pture is this; there are other expreſſions 17 Scripture which 
are taken figuratively, therefore this muſt be ſo taken. Our 
of the inuumerable like expreſſions in Holy Scripture, as he is 
pleaſed to term them, heciteth two very different ſorts: 
The firſt are barely figurative, ſach as areuſed in ordinary 
human diſcourſe as well as Scripture, without preparing 
of the mind of the Hearer beforehand, that he may re- 
ceive them. Then he compares the words of our Lords 
Inſtitution to 4 Dream or Viſion of the Night, that was to 
be interpreted, which indeed hath ſomething more of re- 
ſemblance than the former expreſſions which he alledgeth; 
becauſe it being known that the things which are repreſent- 
ed in Dreams and Viſions are not real but imaginary ; yet 
ſince they are ſometimes conſidered as repreſenting real 
things, that are tocome to paſs, they are of the natureof 
Stgns of Inſtitution, and ſo may come nearer to the Cafe 
| In 
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in hand. But he ſeems to be ſoon weary of theſe reſem- 
blances, which being ſo different in nature, one from the 0- 


_ ther, are not like to agree to the ſame third thing, the Sa- 


crament. Then he flics from Scripture to Tuſtin Martyr's 
Teſtimony concerning the ancient form of the Paſſover uſed 
by the Fews. Yet he knows not whether he. ſhould ſtick to 
this expreſſion, which is Sacrifical or Sacramental, and ſo 
mol? likely to reſemble the Sacramental, about which he 
argues; or the former, which are not ſo. For he begins 
his Periods thus : | Whether we conſider the like expreſſions 
in Scripture, as where our Saviour ſaith, &c. or, whether we 
compare theſe words with the ancient form of the Paſſo- 
ver : Andlam ſure theſe are not of a like nature with the 
other. Surely there is no Man of common Senſe that can 
admit of ſuch a ſort of Proof as this, from one Author that 
ſo fluctuates in his judgment» ſince it hath the viſible Cha- 
raCter of Falſhood in its very Front, and condemns the 
Real Preſence of Chriſts Body, in a proper Senſe, which 
was never openly conteſted in Chriſts Church till Berenga- 
ris time, (nor ſo muchas privately, till the time of Paſca- 
ſins, unleſs by thoſe that denied the Incarnation of our Lord 
it ſelf) as well as the more _— Senſe, Tranſubſtan- 
tiation , againſt the Authority of all the Doctors of the Ca- 
tholic Church and its conſtant Tradition for ſo many Ages. 
But leſt any one ſhould be deceived with ſuch a pretend- 
ed Evidence from Scripture ; I ſhall ſhew plainly that ne- 
ver a one of theſe ſorts of expreſſions, ſuits with this of 
ur Saviours in Scripture, and that therefore moſt certainly 
all of them do not. | 

T he firſt, that are mentioned, are barely figurative ex- 
preſlions; as where our Sayiour faith,] am the Door,and the 
true Ye (and the Church of Rome may triumph in this, 
that our Lord faith, that hs Fleſh is truly Meat exyflss Ceporc, 
Fob. 6. 55. ) the Church is ſaid to be Chriſts Body, and 
Chriſt is termed a Rock in a Spiritual Senſe, 1 Cor. 10. 4. 
They drank of that Spiritual Rock which followed them, and 
that which before is called a Sprritual Rock, without doubt 
was Chriſt. Though the Author 1s pleas'd to leave out 


the 
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the word Spiritual, but I would adviſe him to have a care 
of that Curſe which juſtly falls upon thoſe that diminiſh 
from Holy Scripture, to favour a Party. That I may the 
better demonſtrate the diſlimilitude of theſe, and the other 
figurative expreſlions, which are by the Author alledged 
out of Holy Scripture, to that proper one of our Lord, 
This is my Body; I ſhall lay down thele Rules to diſtinguiſh 
them by. 

1. The deſire which Men have to make themſelves to he Rvles to judgeof 
underſtood, and to imprint lively [deas of that which they IE 
conceive themſelves, in the minds of others, and of retain- 
ing them the better, doth naturally incline them to ſearch 
for Compariſons and Reſemblances, which may render the 
Idea that they would form,the more ſenſible. The reaſon 
of which is, becauſe things of Senſe do molt affect the 
mind, and make the deepeſt and molt laſting impreſſions ; 
and this Rule is the ground of moſt metaphorical expreſ- 
ſions, which are of ſo greatuſe and ornament in human dif- 
courſe. | 

2. Hence it follows, that the qualities of the thing, 
which we affirmof another in this figurative way, ſhould be 
more plain and familiar to us, or at leait fully as plain 
as the thing of which we affirm it, otherwiſe it will not be 
fit to work the effeft before mentioned. 

3. Thereſemblance lies uſually in but one, or but ſome 
few, at the moſt, of thoſe qualities, wherein the thing that 
is affirmed is like to that thing whereof it is affirmed. 

4. TFhe inclination which Men naturally have to abridge 
their diſcourſe, joined with the deſire of imprinting things 
in the mind, by ſenſible Ideas, is the cauſe they ordinarily 
include theſe compariſons inthe ſame words that the things 
they are compar'd to are exprelt by , — all the 
terms of relation, and expreſling them, as if the things of 
which they ſpeak, were really thoſe things which they uſe 
as Imapes to expreſs them the more clearly by : Thus we 
find it ſaid, Gen. 49. 9. Fadab 154 Lions Whelp. v. 22. Joſeph. 
is a fruitful Bough. Hol. 10. 1. Iſrael 1s an empty Y we. 

5.. The thing from which the reſemblance is taken is 

| generally 
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generally more ignoble, and of an inferior order to that of 
which it is affirmed, as being more ſenſible z for the ob- 
jeCts of Senſe are inferior to thoſe of pure Underſtanding ; 
and heavenly things are of that exalted nature, that they 
cannot be compared to any thing that is above them. 

-6. Therefore the terms are not convertible (for altho' 
we call a Man of courage a Lion, by reaſon of the reſem- 
blance of the quality of boldneſs, yet we term not a Lion 
a Man. ) And the reaſon of this is, becauſe in the Subject is 
underſtood the whole Idea of the thing exprelled ; but inthe 
Predicate but ſome qualities. 

7. Altho' for the explaining a barely metaphorical ex- 
preſſion, a Parableor a Dream, that which 1s properly the 
Predicate be put in the place of the Subject, yet 1t 1s rare- 
ly ſo uſed but upon ſuch like occaſions as this; and thentoo it 
doth not loſe its nature, but is the Predicate ſtill ; for we 
Ire not to mind the poſition of the words to find out the 
Predicate, but the ſenſe of the Propoſition : As inthat Pro- 
poſition of our Lord, Fob. 6. 33. The Bread of God ts he 
which cometh down from Heaven, he which cometh down 
from Heaven, is the Subject, altho” put in the place of the 
Predicate, as is plain : So that, here the thing which isfig- 
nified or reſembled, is always the SubjeCct;and the thing ſig- 
nifying or reſembling the Predicate. 

8. In Metaphors you cannot punctually deſign the thing 
to which another is reſembled by pointing to it, or, uſing 
a pronoun Demonſtrative ; as for inſtance, tho' Chriſt in 
Scripture be called a Way, and a Shepherd, yet you cannot 
ſay, Chriſt is t1h15 Way, pointing to ſome particular Way, 
nor Chriſt is ths Shepherd, demonſtrating ſome particular 
Man that is a Shepherd; nor on the other hand that 1% Way 
is Chriſt, 25 Shepherd is Chriſt. | 

9. None ever can pretend, that after a mere Metapho- 
rical Allufion in way of Doctrin, a real Vertue ſhould be 
imparted by recelying that thing to which another is 
compared: As when Chriſt calls himſelf a Yzze in Scripture, 
that the eating of the fruit of the Vine ſhould have con- 


veyed Chrilts Bleſling and Vertuc. 
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It will beeaſfie to diſcern the great diſparity between the DA BEDS: he 
expreſſion of our Lord, This 5s my Body, and thoſe Meta- 75 _ 
phorical ones which the Author here alledgeth, by compa- Rules: By which 
ring them together, and examining them by the foregoing yok merely - 
Rules. Our Saviour calleth himſelf a Door, becauſe of the Mcraphorical 
natural reſemblance, which the Mind, caſting about for i? $viour. be- 
the meaning of this expreſſion, immediatly, without any inza Poa vine, 
difficulty finds, and he himſelf declares ; for as by a Door 11 15 00haen 
weenter into the Houſe, ſoby Chriſt we enter into Heg- of Conlceriion, 
ven; for through him the way is opened : ef Fine, in ©7090 
like manner, becauſe from him all true Believers as Bran- 
ches receive their nouriſhment and growth in Grace, by 
which they are enabled to bear Fruit : A Ryck, becauſe 
from him the Fountain of Living Waters doth Spring : 
The Church bis Body, becauſe of the Union of the Members 
of his Body one with another, and gf all with the Head, 
and the mutual afliſtance which they afford each to other, 
in which the Spiritual Body Reſembles a Natural Eady. 
(a) By theſe ſenſible and caſte compariſons the Idea of the (a) See Rule x. 
thing which our Saviour expreiles, by them, is more live- 
ly anprioted in our Minds, and by this means the Memory 
thebetter retains them : (bY)Theſe doexplain the things of (6b) $ce Rule +. 
which they are affirmed, and render them the more fa- 
muiliar to us;(c)and yet the Reſemblance hes in but one,or, (.) ge rute 3. 
at the moſt but ſome few of the qualities; (d) the terms of (a) See Rule 4. 
relation are ſuppreſſed in the fir{t propoſal.-of theſe ex- 
preſlians, altho' explained afterwards, and one word in- 
cludes the Compariſon. It is otherwiſe in the expreſlion 
of our Lord, T his is my Body, ſuppoſing that by the Term, 

7 ht, Bread is meant in the Sacramentarian Senſe 3 (1) for Contrary to R. r, 
the Body of Chriſt is not a fit thing to Reſemble Bread 
by, the notionof Bread is not the moreſenſibly imprinted, 
by comparing Chriſts Body with it, neither doth the 
Memory by this means the better retain it ; the applying 
the Idea of Chriffs Body (2) to Bread doth not render the R. 2. 
natureof Bread more familiar, bnt onthe contrary more 
abftruſe and difficult to apprehend, (3) the Reſemblance R. 3: 
Jes 1n none of the viſible qualities (4) the Trane Re- w& 
' | | atlon 
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lation are not ſuppreſſed, for no ſach Relation can be 
conceived. Now to-proceed ; (e) Inthe former expre#- 
ſions, the things which- are expreſlled, are» of an Inferior 
nature to the things of which they are expreſſed, yet 
more ſenſible ; therefore the Terms are not convertible: 
(f) For altho' it be ſaid Chriſti5 the Door, yet we cannot 


 fay of any particular Door, that it 1s Chrif; altho' it is 


{s) Contrary to 
R, 5 3 6, 7) $, 


affirmed that Chriſt is the true Vine, yet we cannot ſay of any 
/714, pointing tot, that it is Chriſt; altho" he be called 
a Rock, yet we cannot ſay, deſigning ſome particular Rock, 
that hes Rock is Chriſt : For in that Propoſition, the Rock 
was Chriſt, we mult not regard the order of the words, bur 
the Senſe of the Propolition to find out the Subject and the 
Predicate ; ſothat when it was ſaid, the Rock was Chriſt, 
the meaning is, Chriſt was Typifted by that Rock, or Chriſ? 
was like that Rock, unleſs we underſtand, as we ought to 
do from the preceding words of the Apoſtle, by the Term 
Rock., a Spiritual Rock, and ſo he was really ſuch a Rock, 
and not Typically ſo; Altho' it be faid, that the Church 
zs the Body of Chriſt, yet we cannot affirm: of the natural 
Body of Chriſt, that it is his Church. Itis (g) otherwiſe 
in the expreſlionof our Lord : For the Predicate is here 
of the ſame nature. with the Subject, if underſtood in the 
Senſe of Catholics; it isof a Superior nature,if underſtood 
in the Senſe of our Adverſarics; the Terms, if taken in 
the former Senſe | are convertible ; for as it was ſaid by 
Chriſt, This is my | Body, meaning the thing that was con- 
tained under the viſible Specics, ſo it might be affirmed 
of the ſame Body, that it was, this ; which was-thus-con- 
tained : Inthe latter Senſe we may as: well affirm , that 
the Body of Chriſd was Bread, as that Bread.was the Body 
of Chriſt, for indeed neither of theſe could be truly affir- 
med, ſince theſe Propoſitions, .in this Senſe, would be falſe, 
and abſurd, there being no ſenſible Reſemblance, nor no 
identity, for the Terms are incompatible : And therefore 
wenecd not conſider of the Senſe of them, to find out which 
is-the Subject, and which the Predicate, for there 1s no 


true Senſe- here to be found, nor no ſuch relation, becauie 
our 
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our Lord had not declared the Bread to be a ſign of In- 


ſtirurion, before he ſpoke theſe words, This is my Body, | 


and the Bread was not naturally a ſign of his Body; as 
ſhall be ſhewed in the enſuing Diſcourſe. 


Well, but tho' the Propoſition ſeem ſo very abſurd in 


this Senſe, where the Body of Chriſt is taken for the Pre- 
dicate, or thing by which Bread is reſembled ; yet if The, 
that is, the Bread ſhew'd in Chriſts Hands, according to 
our Adverſaries, be taken for the Predicate, meaning by 
the Propoſition , This is my Body, that This Bread is a 
Reſemblance of my Body, they will ſay perhaps it is not 
ſo: But I ſhall prove it to be ſo, for thele Reaſons. 
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1. Becauſe if the words were to be ſo underſtood, then if the cc Rule - 


Predicate were reſtored to its proper place, the Senſe 
would be clear and obvious, as in that Propoſition of our 
Lord; Joh. 6. 33. The Bread of God 1s he which cometh 
down from Heaven , when we change the poſition of the 
words, and ſay, He which cometh down from Heaven u the 
Bread of God; for now the Subje&t and Predicate have 
their proper places ; *But it 1s otherwiſe in this Propoſi- 
tion, This is my Body, meaning by, This, the Bread then 
Demonſtrated ; for you cannot ſay, without abſurdity, 
that the Body of Chriſt is this Bread, meaning ſome par- 
ticular Bread. 2. In Metaphorical expreſſions the Pre- 
dicate isnot put inthe place of the Subject at the firſt pro- 
- poſal of the Similitude, Parable, or the like ; but after- 

_wards when the Explanafion is made, according to the 
Sixth and Seventh Rules before mentioned. Thus it was 
ſaid by our Lord, Matt. 13. 24. The Kingdom of Heaven, 
( That is, Chriſt the Son of Man ſetting forth, and ob- 
taining this Kingdom for us ) 1s likened to a Man that Sow- 
ed good Seed in his Field;, before he would ſay by way of 
Explication, Yer. 37. He that Sowed the good Seed 35s the 
Son of Man, and when he had propoſed the reſt of the 
Parable unto them 3 then, by way of Explication, it alſo 
follows ; The Field is the World : The good Seed are the 


Children of the Kingdom, but the Tares are the Children of 


the wicked one : Which method is alſo uſed in the other 
F 2 | Parables 
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Parables of Scripture, that are Explained. 3. ThePre- 
dicate orthing Reſembling in thefe Metaphors , whether 
it be put m the place of the Subject, or in it's own, is 
never particulariſed by a Pronoun Demonſtrative : For 
our Lord doth not ſay , Pointing to any FHuband-man , 
Thw is the Sonof Man ; orof a Field that he was in, This 
isthe World; orof any good Grains of Corn, that he ſees 


Sown, Theſe are the Children of the Kingdom: So likewiſe 


it would have been improper to have laid, 1hjs my Body 
#4 Bread ; or This Bread is my Body. | 
Laſtly, Thoſe of the Engliſh Church do pretend from 
theſe words of Chriſt, Th is my Body, that there is ſome 
Spiritual Bleſling or Vertue of Chri/ts Body (tho'the Body 
it ſelf be not there) annexed to the Elements, or their 
Reception, which, if they were but a mere Metaphorical 
expreſlion, like the reſt mentioned by the Author, it is 
highly unreaſonable to conclude. Therefore for this 
reaſon, as alſo for all the diſparities before ſhewed, we 
may truly affirm, that there is no ſuch Refemblance, as 
the Author pretends , between the foregoing expreſſions 


alledged out of Scripture, where our Saviour 1s call'd a 
Vine, a Door, &c. And that of our Lord's Inſticution , 


This is my Body. I ſhall now proceed to examin the next 


that are Cited, whichare of a very different nature from 
the former. 


As when Foſeph Expounding Pharaohs Dream to him, 


Gen. 41. 26. days, the Seven good Kine are Seven Tears, 
and the Seven good Ears of Corn, are Seven Tears : Which 
expreſſions, as alſo that out of F«/ti2 Martyr that follows, 
the Author compares to the words of Chriſts Inſtitution. 
Now, that {may ſhew, that there is no reaſon that our 
Lords words (hould be taken in the Figurative Senſe of 
theſe expreſſions , but contrarywiſe in a proper Senſe, I 
ſhall lay down theſe diſtinctions and Rules to ſhew the 
diſparity by. 

Signsare either Naturally ſo, as-black Clouds are a Sign 
of Rain, Smoak is a Sign of Fire ; or elſe ſo, only by In- 
ſtitution and agreement ;. concerning which lattep, I a- 


g4ln. 


———— —_— ——— 


Tranſubſtantiation Defenden. 


gain diſtinguiſh. That of Signs of Inſtitution, fome have 
- fo much of Natural Reſemblance, as that they may fitly 
be choſen toſignifie and repreſent, altho' not enough to 
exhibit the Idea of the thing upon the bare fight or men- 
tioning, which afterwards by Inſtitution they are ta ſig- 
nifie unto us (Thus a living Creature Sacrificed Typifies, 
or ſignifies Chriſt Crucified upon the Croſs 3) and ſome 
have not ; Thus the word Moſes doth ſignifie ſuch a Man ; 
/ where there is no Natural Reſemblance between theſe 
Letters compounded into a word , and the perſon 
Repreſented by them , but this depends upon mere 
Inſtitution and compact amongſt Mn. 
2. All rational Diſcourſe uſed amongſt Menis founded 
upon the imperfect penetration, at leaſt, into the Minds 
| of thoſe with whom we diſcourſe, and the preſumed Know- 
ledge of them. For we regulateour Speech, according to: 
the apprehenſion that we believe thoſe, with whom we 
converſe, have of it. If we believe Mens Minds to be 
prepared tounderſtand our Diſcourſe, then we utter it 
| tothem; if they arenotable as yet to perceive what we 
ſay, then we muſt either prepare them beforehand , or 
elſe give a diſtin and formal explication of our words, 
ſoon after we have uttered them, otherwiſe we abuſe 
our Auditors. From whence it follows, 

3. That that ſort of improper Diſcourſe, wherein we 
give the Sign the name of the thing ſignified,or to the thing 
tignified the name of the Sign, being very rare, to make it 
intelligible, it is required, 1. "That the Sign be plainly 
Inſtituted. 2. It muſt be juſtly preſumed, that thoſe to 
whom we ſpeak, regard the thing as a Sign, or elſe we 
ought to advertiſe them, that we intend to uſe it as ſo. 
For there is no example either in Scripture or ordinary hu- 
man Diſcourſe of a like expreſſion to this of our Lords, 
by which, at the very firſt conſtituting any thing into a 
Sign, It is called the thing ſignified , without preparing 
the minds of the Auditors to underſtand it ſo. To apply x omar wy 


theſe Rules to the caſe in hand, we muſt obſerve, that ,,4...7 


this Dream or Viſion of Pharaohs was a Sign of Inſtitution, Diſtingions. 
It 
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it having been appointed by God to ſignifie ſomething to 
him: Again, indeed this Sign had ſome ſort of fitneſs, in - 
it's own nature, to be made a Sign of what it was to re- 
preſent, even more than Bread hath to repreſent Chriſts 
Body, yetit could not. exhibit to Pharaohs Mind the thing 
which it was to ſignifie without ſome explicit interpreta- 


tion of good Authority, and it was ſo obſcure a Sign, that 


none of all his Magicians could give it. Therefore Pharaoh 
propoſes this to Zoſeph as a Dream, Gen. 41. v. 22. Ad- 
vertiſing him of what he ſaw in a Dream 5 which 70- 
ſeph undertaking to Interpret , Pharoah could not 
but conſider his words as an Interpretation of this Sign of 
Inſtitution z therefore by the Second, and T hird Rules, be- 
forementioned, it was very rational for him to put the Pre- 
dicate in the place of the Subject, the Sign for the thiag ſig- 
nified, by ſaying, the Seven good Kine are Seven Tears , 
and the Seven good Ears of Corn are Seven Tears, that 15, 
they ſignified or repreſented Seven Years of Plenty ; ſince it 
3s very well known that in the Hebrew Language things arc 
commonly ſaid to be that which they do ſignifie and repreſent : 
But then it muſt be known beforchand,that they do ozly ſig- 
nifie and repreſent; otherwiſe it cannot he underſtood when 
they only expreſs a Reſemblance, and when Identity. On 
the contrary, if in the expreſſion of our Lord, This is my 
Boay, the Bread had been a Sign of Inſtitution, tho' it have 
{ome remote reſemblance, yet fince it could not of it ſelf, 
before plain poſitive Inſtitution,bring the Idea of the thing, 
{uppoſed to be repreſented, to the Mind, therefore ſince 
there was no ſuch foregoing Inſtitution, or aCtton to pre- 
pare the Minds of | the Apoſtles to conſider it as ſo, and 
thefe words of Chriſt are no explication of a Sign of _ 
Inſtitution , but muſt be the Original Inſtitution it ſelf 
of a Sign, if any had been here made, and the Apoſtles 
were no ways advertiſed before-hand to conſider the 
Bread as a Sign; ſince the Predicate therefore could not 
rightly here be put in the place of the Subject, much leſs 
a Pronoun Demonſtrative be uſed according to a for- 
mer Rule ; therefore theſe words, This 3s my Body, accor- 
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ding td the known Rules of human Diſcourſe, which it 
were Blaſphemy to ſay our Lord would ſwerve from , 
ſo as to ſpeak abſurdly , do ſignifie that, That was his 
Real Body which he held in his hands, and not a Sign only of 
his Body, as our Adverſaries falſly pretend. Nether do I be- 
lieve, that any ſenſible man, who had never heard before of this: 
figurative Senſe, which the Author and Sacramentarians: 
have ſo often inculcated into their Followers, as to make 
them prejudiced in the Caſe, would upon reading the In- 
ſtitution of the Sacrament in the Goſpel, or if they had 
heard Chriſt ſpeak the words, ever have imagined that by 
theſe words, 7 hjsi5 my Body, no more was to be underſtood, 
than that, this, which Chriſt held in his hands was only a 
S'gn of his Body, any more thanour Saviours Apoſtles and 
Diſciples could be made to underſtand the like words, Fohr 
6. 51,52. Tam the living Bread that came down from Heaven. 
Ard the Bread that I will give 1s myFleſh, which I will give 
for the life of the world (the Fews therefore ſtrove among ſt them- 
ſelves ſaying, how can this eAan give us his Fleſhtoeat ?) inthat 
Senſe: But would have underſtood his meaning to have been 
thus : This which hath the outward appearance of Bread 
is really my Body, This which hath the reſemblance of 
Wine is my Blood. Not as the Author fallaciouſly propo- 


' ſeth the meaning, This Bread: ſignifies my Body, this Cup ſig- 


rifies my Blood, But that he ſhould _—_ them to do that 
which they thenſaw him do, That 1s,offer up, hereafter, his 
Real Body and Blood, under the Species of Bread and Wine, 
by way of an unbloody Sacrifice, for a Memorial of thar 
Bloody one of his Body and Blood, which he was ſoon 
after to offer up upon the Croſs. And in this great My- 
ſtery, a true Chriſtian , one that hath an humble. Soul 
rightly diſpoſed for the Belief of our Lords words, as St. 


eAnguſtin had, who ſpeaking of our Lord, faith: Chrift rg. ew 
was carried in his own hands, when recommending to them hjs i manibus ſur, 


quando commer- 


very Body, he ſaith, This is my Body. For he carried that 4, ex wane 
Body in his hands; ſuch a one I fay, can readily believe /«»n, at, beet 


corpus meum. Fe- 


that or Saviour did properly, and really hold himſelf in ,gy., enim ittud 
1s hand, and give away himſelf, but not from himſelf with corpus in manibu; 


. ſuis. Aug. Com» - 
E ment. in. PC. 32. 
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his own hands; by reaſon of the natural ConneCtion and 7 
Concomitance which his Sacred Soul and Divinity have 


with his Body and Blood, under the viſible Species of Bread 


DISCOURSE. 


Or whether we compare theſe words of our Saviour with the 

ancient Form of the Paſſover uſed by the Jews from Ezra's 

(n) Dialog. cum £1meza(n) Juſtin Martyr tells US, T3: T0 mine 6 wTip ney x 

Ph, P3297: "nam4quy apr, this Paiſover is our Saviour and our refuge : 

"He 103% Not that they believed the Paſchal Lamb to be ſubſtantially 

changed either into God their Saviour who delivered them out 

of the Landof Egypt, or into the Meſlias the Saviour whom 

they expetted and who was ſignified by it : But this Lamb 

which they did eat, did repreſent to them and put them in mind 

of that Salvation which God wrought for their Fathers in 

Egypt, when by the ſlaying of a Lamb and ſprinkling the 

Blood of it upon their Doors their firſt-born were paſſed over 

wid ſpared , and did likewiſe foreſhew the Salvation of the 

Meſlias, the Lamb of God that was to take away the Sins 
of the World. 


eA NSWER, 


The Analogy The Author having tried ſeveral very different ſorts of 
which the words expreflions in Holy Scripture,with which he hath offer'd to 


of Inſtiruron , 


This is my Body, COmMpare the words of our Lord's Inſtitution, ſeeming not 


might Have t0 at all to be ſatisfied in his Mind, about their Analogy to 
in Scripture, or ro theſe, yet not able to diſcover any of a nearer reſemblance, 
ed ſomtres, DEIDg At a great loſs, hath recourſe to the Authority of 
or any of the AN Ancient Father.,, and now hewill either find one or 
co make one, if he can, for his purpoſe. For conlidering 
words here, are that our Saviour had juſt before this Inſtitution celebra- 
et cobgu- tod the Paſſover, it might ſeem reaſonable to conclude, 


a proper Senſe. that he ſhould now imitate that manner of ſpeaking which 
he uſed ſo very lately. Therefore it is but finding, or 


coyning a Paſchal Form of laſtitution,, ſuitable to the 
ſaying 
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ſaying of our Lord, This is my Body, and he may think 
his work is done. What pity it 1s, that he could not 
diſcover onein all the Scripture or Fathers for his pur- 
poſe, but that he muſt be forc't to uſe ſuch pitiful Sophi- 
{try as he here doth to impoſe upon his Reader in this 
manner ? Whether, ſaith he, we compare theſe words of our 
Saviour with the anciezt Form of the Paſſover uſed by the 
Fews from Ezra's time, as Juſtin Martyr tellsus ; Bur 
where doth he tell us ſo? There's not a word ſaid, by 
him, that, that which 1s cited here, was an Ancient Form 
of the Paſlover, or that it was uſed by the Jews from 
Ezra's time; this is a pure ſnvention of the Authors , 
which you will be fully convinced of, by conſulting Juſti-: 
Martyr himſelf, about the words, which were by the Jews 
left out of thoſe Interpretations of Ezra's, or Eſdras's, 
wherein he exponnds the Law of the Paſlover, and which 
run thus : * Eſdras ſaid to the People , This Paſſover ,- + 55,, 4555.0. 
Sacrifice 15 our Saviour and our Refuge, but if you think,, and oa 5 comy 
it enter ingo your Heart to conceive, that we render him abjeft nur & n xa- 
in a Sign, and afterwards place our hope in him, let not this mm nary 
place be forſaken for ever , ſaith the Lord of Hoſts, and 1 _ ” ag 
you du not believe his words , nor hearken to his Preaching, Fug tw, 0 
you will be had in deriſion by all Nations. This 1s all that zaeJYav, in 
the Father ſaith of the matter , where we find not one 6%\aouey 
word ſaid, of what the Author cites, as being an» Ancient ©? Oy TETe- 
Form of the Paſſover uſed by the Fews, but only that, in ,x day th 
theſe words, E/dras expounded the Law of the Paſlover " 4 ran 
to the People; neither 1s herethe leaſt mention made of «© «v[oy £ 
it's being »ſedbythe Fews from Eſdras's time, all this is #*g11@9" 0 
the mere FiCtion of our Author , who did not conſider, **": *,* 

l "2 815 Ty a7ayle 
- that, Holy Scripture, and Learned Authors amongſt his Yelvor, ayer 
own party, give us an account of the Paſchal Forms that ; 388% 76, 
were uſed, which are quite different from this, which no Jyaptey £@y 
Author gives us as one but himſelf. For Exod. 12. 11. a 7 jr" 
God ſaith, 1t 3s the Lord's Paſſover, or more explicitly, 's, daxiodh 17 
Ver. 26. 27. It ſhall come to paſs, when your Chilaren ſhall ,qQ yuan 
ſay unto you, what mean you by this ſervice? That ye ſhall duri, t24ads 
ſay, it is the Sacrifice of the Lord's Paſſover, And Ver, 19. *3"x4gue 

G 
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It is ſaid, the Blood ſhall be ts you for a Token, or Sign , 

and when 1 ſee the Blood I will paſs over you. And Dr. 

Non IU Hammond tells us that the Lamb dreſt in the Paſchal Sup- 
= per, and ſet upon the Table, was called, The Body of the 
Moe Paſſover, or the Body of the Paſchal Lamb, (not the Body 
I» a7, of Chriſt, of which, notwithſtanding, it was a Sign and 
&Eny Type) another Paſchal Form he tells us, was: This ts 
NT R027 1 the Bread of Afﬀtidtion, referring to the urleavened Bread : 
W hich Forms are nothing like this Expoſitory Phraſe of 

Eſdras cited by Fuſtin Martyr, Well, but altho' this be 

not a Paſchal Form, yet it Is a certain expreſſion which 

E/dras uſed concerning the Paſlover, and I ſhall now ſhew 

ſo great a diſparity between ir, as ſo conſidered, and that 

of our Lords Inſtitution , as will plainly difcover how 

fallly it is urged here to prove, that our Lords words 

are Metaphorical. , For, 1. Theſe words were true ina 

proper Senſe , which our Adverſaries will not allow 

Chriſts to be : The, Paſſover was a Savionr or Salvation 

( 5oTie for coTWie a way of ſpeaking uſed by other Au- 

thors and explained in the following word) and a Refuge 

to the Jews, in a ſtrict Senſe, God having appointed it as 

2 means and Inſtrumental cauſe at leaſt of their deliver- 

ance, at it's firſt Inſtitution, and it was a Salvation and 

Refuge to thoſe who afterwards uſed it aright. Why 

then may we not likewiſe conclude from hence, that; that 

which Chriſt gave to his Diſciples, when he ſaid, This is 

my Body, was really his Body * 2. All the Jews, who 

had a right underſtanding of things, conſidered the Sacri- 

fices, that were offered as Types of Chriſt the Meſſias , 

and this of the Paſſover more ſignally as ſo, as appears 


from this Authority of E/dras out of Faſtin 4: WO 


theſe words, If you think that we render him a in this 
Sion, and afterwards place our hope in him ; Therefore it was 
not at all unreaſonable to Attribute the thing ſignified to 
that which they regarded in their minds as a Szgn, by ſay- 
ing, This Paſſover Sacrifice 1s our Saviour and our Refuge : 
Not that they could have any ground from hence to be- 
tieve the. Paſchal Lamb to be ſubſtantially changed, ether into 

God 
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God their Saviour , who delivered them out of the Land of 
Egypt, or into the Aeſſias the Saviour, whom they expetted, 
and who was ſignifyed by it : But this Lamb which they did 
Eat, being known tobea Sign of Inſtitution, did repreſerr 
tothem, and prt them in mind of that Salvation which God 
wrouoht for their Fathers in Egypt, when by the [laying of 
Lamb, and ſprinkling the Blood of 1t upon their Doors , their 
fir ſt-born were paſſed over and ſpared ;, and did likewiſe fore- 
ſhew the Salvation of the Meſſias, the Lamb of God that was 
to take away the ſins of the World, Now the Bread, and 
Wine, not having been at all diſcovered to be ſuch Signs 
of our Saviours Body and Blood, to the Diſciples, nor 
conſequently conſidered as ſo, it was againſt the Rules of 
human diſcourſe, to ſay they were his Body and Blood, 
if no more was meant, than that they were Szezsof them ; 
and as abſurd, as for Moſes before the formal Inſtitu- 
tion of the Paſchal Sacrifice, recited at large in Exod. 112. 
to have ſaid to the People upon Sacrificing a Lamb, 
T his is the Lords Paſſover. Or This Paſſover is your $a- 
viour. For it was to be known and conſidered as a Paſſover 
Sacrifice, andas a Tyne of the Meſlias, before he could 
reaſonably have affirmed thus of it. 3. The Jewiſh Paſ- 
ſover was a Type of this Sacrament, and fo 1t is gener- 
ally acknowledged by the * Fathers to be 3 now that +; ;,.,.:. 
there ſhould be a Sign of a Sign only, a Type of that, Authorities, 
which it ſelf was but a Type, Inſtituted by Chriſt, is very 7? 
unreaſonable to imagin; eſpecially ſince we do not now 
live under a Law of Shadows and Figures, but of Verity 
and ſubſtance. | 
Since, therefore, the Paſchal Lamb was really, and in a 
proper Senſe the Sacrifice of the Lords Paſſover according 
to that true Paſchal Form in * Holy Scripture, becauſe a * £&x-. :-. :-. 
true Paſchal Sacrifice was offered by the Jews as well for a | 
grateful acknowledgment of their paſt benefit, as of one 
that was certainly to come; ſince this Paſſover Sacrifice 
was really a Saviour, or Salvationto the Jews, as well as 
a Type of the Meſlias ; ſince the Lamb dreſt in the Paſchal 


Supper, was not only call'd, but really was, the Poay of 
| OG 2 the 
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the Paſſover Sacrifice, os Paſchal Lamb, according to the 
foremention'd expreſſious of Eſdras , and the Rabins , 
which, notwithſtanding we can by no means allow to be 
Paſchal Forms of conſtant uſage, ſince they ſo vary from 
one another ; much leſs of Divine Inſtitution, becauſe no 
ſuch are uſed in Holy Scripture; ſince the Bread which 
the Jews Eat , when they uſed that Phraſe, This is the 
Bread of Affiftion, was Real Bread ; and all that Eat this 
Bread, as they ought to do, were really afflicted, when 
they ſeriouſly conlider'd what their * Fathers ſuffer'd in 
Eeypt ; becauſe they alſo, for their own ſins, deſerv'd to 
ſuffer as much, this Bread alſo being the ſame wh:ch their 
Fathers did Eat, viz. unleavened Bread : Surely none can 
be ſo hard of belief, as to imagin, after ſerious conſidera- 
tion, that there was leſs of truth and reality in our Lords 
words, This is my Body, in which, as 1s not improbable, 
he might imitate ſome of theſe Phraſes, than there was 
even in theſe expreſſions which were uſed under the Law, 
of Types and Shadows. And to ſhew the Analogy the 
more perfectly, and not to repreſent it partially, as 
our * Adverſaries do, we are further to conſider, That 
as the Bread of Affliction, which was yearly Eaten by 
the Jews at the time of the Paſchal Solemnity, was really 
Bread, and of the ſame kind with that which their Fa- 
thers did Eat in Egypt ; and was alſo a Memorial of the 
firſt Bread of this kind, which their Fathers did Eat ; 
As the Paſchal Lamb that was yearly dreſt, and really 
Eaten, was the Real Body of the Paſlover Sacrifice thus 
yearly offer'd, and was alſo to put the Jews in mind of 
the firſt deliverance wrought upon the firſt Paſchal Of- 
fering ; ſo Chriſtians, when they renew the Sacrifice of 
Euchariſt, feed upon Chriſts Real Body, which is the 
Antitype of the Paſchal Lamb, and at the ſame time 


* Yi4, Expoſition * Remember that firſt Oblation which Chriſt made of 


of the words, Do 
this in remem- 
brance of me, 


the —_ Body , altho' in a different manner upon the 
Crols, | 


DIS- 
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And nothing is more common in all Languages than to give 
the name of the thing ſignified to the Sign. eA's the delivery 
of a Deed or Writing under hand and Seal tcall'd a conveyance 
or making over of Feb an Eſtate, andit 1: really ſo ;, not the 
delivery of mere Wax and Parchment , but the conveyance of 
a Real Eſtate, as truly and really to all effeits and purpoſes of 
Law, as if the very material Houſes and Lands themſelves 
could be and were aftually delivered into my Hands : In like 
manner the names of the things themſelves made over to us in 
the new Covenant of the Goſre between God and Man, are 
given tothe Signs and Seals of that Covenant. By Baptiſm 
Chriſtians are ſaid to be made partakers of the Holy Ghoſt, 
Heb. 6.4. And by the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper we 
are ſaid to Communicate or to be made partakers of the 
Body of Chriſt which was broken , and of his Blood mhich 
was ſhed for 18, that 1s, of the real benefits of his Death 
and Paſſion. And thus St, Paul ſpeaks of this Sacrament , 
1 Cor. 10, 16. The Cup of bleſſing which we bleſs, is it 
not the Communion of the Blood of Chriſt? The Bread 
which we break, 1s it not the Communion of the Body of 
Chriſt? But ſtill it is Bread, and he Hl calls it fo, v. 17. 
For we being many are one Bread and one Body; for we 
are partakers of that one Bread. The Church of Rome 
might , if they pleaſed , as well argue from hence, that all 
Chriſtians are ſubſtantially chan = firſt into Bread , and 
then into the natnral us of Chriſt 7 their participation of 

the Sacrament, becauſe they are ſaid thereby tobe one Bread: 
and one Body. eAndthe ſame eApoſile in the next Chap» 
ter, after he had ſpokgn of the Conſecration of the Elements, 
ſtill calls them the Bread and the Cup, in three verſes toge- 
ther, As often as ye Eat this Bread, and Drink this Cup, 
V. 26. Whoſoever ſhafl Eat this Bread, and* Drink this 
Cup of the Lord unworthily, v, 27. But let a Man examin 
himſelf, and ſo let him Eat of this Bread and Drink of 
that Cup, v. 28. And our Saviour himſelf when he had ſaid, 
: this 
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this is my Blood of the New Teſtament, immediately adds, 
* but I ſay unto you, I will rot henceforth Drink of this 
fruit of the Vine, until I Drink it new with you in my 
Father's Kingdom, that is, nor till after his Reſarreition, 
which was the firſt ſtep of his Exaltation into the Kingdom, 
given him by his Father , when the Scripture tells us Fe aid 
Eat and Drink with his Diſciples. But that which I obſerve 
from our Saviour's 'words 1s , that after the Conſecration 0 
the Cup and the delivering of it to his Diſciples ts Drink of 
it, he tells them that he would thenceforth Drink, no more of 
the fruit of the Vine, which he had now Drank, with them, till 
after his Reſurrettion. From whence it is plain that it was 
the fruit of the Vine, Real Wine, which our Saviour Drank, 
of and Communicated to his Diſciples in the Sacrament, 


ANSWER. 
Here, ſince neither the Authority of the Fathers, nor 


the Word of God can afford the Authors cauſe any relief, 
he at length flies to the Laws of Men, for it, where we 


words This is my ſhall ſee him immediately caſt himſelf, and be non-ſuited 


Boy, arc not to 


be raken pro-- 


perly, 


at the very beginning of his Trial . He tells us, that rhe 
delivery of a Deed or Writing under Hand and Seal is called 
a Conveyance or making over of ſuch an Eſtate, (that is, of a 
Title to ſuch an Eſtate) and that zr really 1s ſo; that we 
deny, unleſs there be poſleſſfionalſo given, as I ſhall pre- 
ſently ſhew. And yet what do weafhirm more of Chriſts 
words in the Sacrament, This is my Body which 1s given 


for you, &c. which we have, taken from his own 


mouth by the Hands of inſpired Pen-men, Sealed by him- 
ſelf with Miracles, and del;vered to his Church, than that 
they are a Conveyance, or making over of his Sacred Body 
to us, and that they are ſo rcally, not only" in Sign or 
Figure ? He proceeds to tell us, That this Delivery of 4 
Deed or Writing under Hand and Seal, is not the Delivery 
of mere Wax, and Parchment, but the conveyance of a Real 
Eſtate, as truly and really to all effetts and purpoſes of Law, 
as if the material Houſes and Lands themſelves could be, 
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1d were attually delivered into my hands, Well, but weſay 
that a Deed of Feoffment takes not effeft to all purpoſes 
of Law, without Livery and Seiſin, neither doth it con- 
vey an Eſtate without that, nor a Deed of Releaſe neither, 
unleſs the Purchaſer beput in Poſleſſion, before hand, by a 
Leaſe, and then too, not by the Common -Law ; but ſo 
neceſſary is Poſleſſion deemed for the through Convey- 
ance of an Eſtate, that in caſe of abſence from the Land 
or the like, the Law-makers have by a particular Statute 
neceſlarily provided to give Poſleflion otherwiſe, for it is 
not necellary to the making a Man in Poſleſſion of an 


Eſtate , that he ſhould hold his Land and Houſe-in his 


Arms, or ſtand always upon the.Premiſes. But I hope 
the Author will not ſo far endeavor to. invalidate the Com- 
mon Aſſurance of the Nation, as to maintain, that be- 
caufe the Men hath thus a Conveyance of a real Eſtate to all 
effetts, and purpoſes of Law , therefore he mult not enter 
upon it, dwell inthe Houſe, Reap the Fruits of the ground, 
and nouriſh himſelf therewith, I imagin the Purchafer 
will not be put off ſo. In like manner, 'the words of 
Chriſt delivered, as his Act and Deed, by the Prieſt his 
Subſtitute, in the Conſecration- of the Sacrament for the 
aſe of thoſe that are to Communicate, is not the bare del;- 
very of ſo many Words only, but the making over of a real 
Title to them, to the thing which is meant by them, that 
is, the Body of our. Lord, as. truly and really to all effetts, 
and purpoſes of the Goſpel, as if it aCtually hung upon the 
Croſs before their Eyes, in that Form, and with the ſame 
configuration, and quality of parts as it once did. Shall 
they therefore be hindred from taking immediate Poſleſ- 
fion of what is thus made over to them ? No, this were 
too great a Sacriledge againſt God, and violation of the 
property of a Chriſtian. They ſhall receive Chriſts Bo- 
dy and Blood, that they may dwell in him and he inthem. 
They ſhall partake of the Fruits of the Sacrament, as of 
a goodly Heritage of their own, ſince Chriſt hath given 
them a juſt Right and Title to it, and ſhall cheriſh their 
Souls and Bodies therewith to Immortality. Thoſe who 
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are contented only to hear of, or to ſee this goodly Land, 
and not to go and poſleſs it ; Thoſe who will leave their 
Fathers Houſe the Catholic Church , and go abroad to 
feed upon Husks, and imaginary vertue, are the objects 
of our pity. So indeed there is a ſort of a Fiction in Law, 
in the Authors way of conveyance, ofa Tenant by Deed 
or Leaſe of poſſeſſion, who notwithſtanding hath nothing 
todo to enter upon the Eſtate, or enjoy it ; if the Author 
be contented with ſuch a Title only in the Sacrament , 
I am ſorry for him. Andthus the Similitude 1s reaſonably 
applied, as for our Adverſaries way , who ſaith, that 
as the delivery of a Deed or Writing under Hand and Seal is 
call'd a Conveyance or making over of ſuch an Eſtate , (he 
ſhould have prov'd that the Deed is called the Eſtate it 
ſelf, and not only the Conveyance of an Eſtate, if he 
would have made this phraſe any thing ſuitable to that 


of our Lord, This 1s my Body) in like manner the names of 
the things themſelves made over to us in the New Covenant of 


the Goſpel between God and Man, are given to the Signs and 
Seals of the Covenant , whereas there is no Analogy 
between theſe things, nor truth neither in this inſtance. 
It is juſt asif one ſhould ſay, that Tenrerden Steeple were 
like the Goodwin Sands. I confeſs, I have often admired 
with my ſelf atthis ſort of Similitude, which Proteſtants 
are mighty big with, pretending to Illuſtrate their fond 
opinion about the Sacrament clearly hereby, which being 
examined, proves as you ſce, but a mere Tympany of the 
Brain. 

The Author having before told us, that nothing is more 
Common in all Langnages than to give.the name of the 
thing ſignified to the Sign, proceeds now to give us ex- 


amples of this out of Holy Scripture ; by Bapriſon, ſaith 


he, Chriſtians are ſaid to be partakers of the Holy Ghoſt , 
Heb. 6. 4. And ſo they really are, and their Boadtes are his 
Temples : But ſince Baptiſm is the Sign, and the Holy Ghoſt 
the thing ſignified , according to him, why doth he not 
bring us one inſtance out of Scripture of Bapr:ſms being 
called the Holy Ghoſt , as they pretend that Bread " 
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the words of Inſtitution is called Chri/ts Body ? For this 
which he hath brought of Baptiſm is no Example to his 
Common Rule: We may reaſonably conclude, that if the 
Sacrament of Baptiſm had been ſo very like this of the 
Euchariſt, as they would have it, 1t would have been In- 
ſtituted in a like Form, but it is quite otherwiſe : For nei- 
ther Water, nor Baptiſm it ſelf are called in Holy Scrip- 
ture the Holy Ghoſt, neither is there any Form of Con- 
ſecration of the Element, delivered. Indeed, by the Sa- 
crament of the Lords Supper we are alſo ſaid to Communicate, 
or to. be made partakers of the Body of Chriſt which was bro- 
ken, and his Blood that was ſhed for us; but that is his Real 
Body and Blood together with all the real benefits of his 
Death and Paſſion, which do thereby accrue to us. eAnd 
thus St. Paul ſpeaks of this Sacrament, 1 Cor. 10.16. The 
Cup of bleſſing which we bleſs, is it not the Communion of the 
Blood of Chriſt * The Bread which we break, is it nor the 
Communion of the Body of Chriſt ? That is, after Conſecra- 
tion, it really is ſo; altho' the Apoſtle calls it Bread by a 
Metaphor ( that being to our Souls what the ordinary 
Bread is to our Bodies , true nouriſhment) ſo alſo it is 
ſaid that Aarons Rod devour'd the other Roxas, Exod. 7. 12. 
altho' it was then become a Serpent, v. 10. That Water 
Which was by our Lord converted into Wire 1s ſtill called 
Water, Joh. 2. 9. The eAngelsare called Men, Gen. 19.8. 
becauſe they appeared in the ſhape of Men, according to 
the uſual Language of Senſe, very many inſtances of 
which are to be found: For our Saviour had fully in- 


ſtructed them before, that the Bread which he would give 


them was his fleſh, Joh. 6. 51. The Apoſtle alſo ſaith 
again, v.17. For we being many are one Bread, and one 
Body ,, for we are partakgrs of that one Bread, and that one 
Bread can ſignifie nothing here but the Body of Chriſt , 
which indeed is but ore, altho' appearing in innumerable 
. Places of the World at the ſame, and at ſeveral times, 
becauſe it is ſtill animated by the ſame one Soul and 
Divinity of Chriſt ; which cannot be ſaid of the Bread 
in the Sacrament, if but "oy. ones; for then it would 
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not be one Bread or Loaf, but many, and of ſeveral ſorts, 
being received at very many places at the ſame time : 
And the trye reaſon here, why they are called ore Bread 
and one Boxy-or Society of Chriſtians, is, becauſe the 

are all partakersof that one Bread, viz. the Body of Chrif, 
and therefore alſoall inſpired with the ſame Spirit. But, 
in the Authors Senſe, it would be no reaſon, but they 
ſhould rather have been many Boazes, becauſe they did 
Eat of fo many Breads : So that we ſee he hath ſtill the 
ſame ſucceſs, in bringing thoſe Texts of Scripture to up- 
hold his cauſe , which are the moſt pregnant proofs. 2- 
eainſt him. He then proceeds to teach the Catholics 
how they might argve in his new way, from a Sign alrea- 
dy Inſtituted and known as ſo, to an eAngma, or dark 
ſaying, taken from things of a diſparate and really dif- 
ferent nature, and of no acknowledg'd Reſemblance, that 
is, from Chalk to Cheeſe; but they beg his Pardon for 
that.. Well, but the ſame Apoſtle, in the next Chapter, 
after he had ſpoken of the Conſecration of the Elements, ftill 


calls them the Bread and the Cup in three verſes together, as 


often as ye Eat T HIS Bread, and Drink, THIS Cup, 
Vv. 26. Whoſoever ſhall Eat I HIS Bread and Drink T HIS 
Cup of the Lord unworthily, v. 27. Butlet a Man Examin 
himſelf, and ſo let him Eat of T H AT Bread and Drink of 
THAT Cup, v.28. Itis true it was Bread Metapho- 
rically, but it was ſtill 7hjs Bread with an Emphaſis, not 


ſuch Breadas you ordinarily Eat, but the Bady of Chriſt, 


which he told us was truly Meat, or Meat indeed, the true- 
Bread from Heaven, Fohn 6.32. It was a Cup, but it 
was this Cup, that is, his Blood, which was truly Drink, 
or Drink_indeed, as he alſo hath taught us, John 6. 55. 
and after exammation, let the true Chriſtian Eat of that 
Bread and Drink of :5ar Cup, which will ſtrengthen his 
and Soul both, much more than the ordinary Bread 
and Wine can his Body only. Our Saviour himſelf, when 
be had ſaid, This is my Blood of the New Teſtament , im- 
mediately adds, but I ſay wnto you, I will not 'henceforth 
Drink of this Fruit of the Vine (that is of the rue Vine, as 
OUT. 
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our Lord is pleaſed to call himſelf,) orof that Wine, which 
by the Words of Benediction becomes my Blood , being 
Originally the Fruit of the Vine; (or poſlibly it may refer 


to the unconſecrated Wine-that was left in the Veſlels) «n- 


1 I drink, it new, that is freſh and newly Conſecrated again 
with you in my Fathers Kingdom, or after my ReſurreCtion, 
as ſome, with the Author, interpret the place z but as 
others more generally, till I drink of that mew Wine of 
another ſort and nature, in the Kingdom of my heavenly 
Father, where we ſhall drink of the River of his pleaſures, 
P/al. 36.8. and therefore the Authors following obſerva- 
tion z nothing worth. For after the Apoſtles were ſatisfied 


that they really drank the Blood of our Lord in this Sa- 


crament, and fed upon his Real Body, it was an eaſy and 
familiar Metaphor to call them Bread and Wine, becauſe 
the outward Species gave a ſufficient hint, for the under- 
ſtanding of this Figurative Speech, ſuitable to the Lan- 
guage of Senſe in the inſtances above mentioned, out of 
Scripture z and becauſe there was true Spiritual nouriſh- 
ment conveyed to the faithful by the Body and Blood of our 
Saviour thus received, as there is Corporeal nouriſhment 
received by the Natural Bread and Wine, which we take 
for the refeCtion of our Bodies. 


DISCOURSE. 


Beſides, 1f we conſider that he celebrated this Sacrament be- 


fore his Paſſion, it 1s impoſſible theſe words ſhould be underſtood 


literally of the natural Body and Blood of Chriſt;becauſe it wat his 
Body broken ard his Blood ſhed,which he gave to his Diſciples, 
which if we underſtand literally of his natural Body brokgn and his 
blood ſhed, then theſe words, this is my Body which is broken, 
and this is my Blood which is ſhed, could not be true, becauſe 
bis Body was then whole and unbroken, and his Blood not then 
ſhed ; nor conld it be a propitiatory Sacrifice (a4 they af- 
firm this Sacrament to be ) unleſs they will ſay that Propitiation 
Way made before. Chriſt ſuffered : And it s likewiſe 1mpoſſible 
that the Difciples ſhould underſtand theſe words literally , ar 
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cauſe they not only [myred ſaw that what he gave them wat 
Bread 4nd Wine , but they ſaw likewiſe as plarnly that it was 
not his Body which was given, but his my which pave that 
which was given; no his Body broken and this Blood ſhed, be- 
cauſe they Wo him alive at that very time aud beheld his Body 
whole and unpier©d; and therefore they could not underſtand 
theſe words literally: If they did, can we —_— that the 
—_— who upon all other occaſions were ſo full of queſtions 
and objeftions, ſhould make no difficulty of this matter ? nor ſo 
 mutch ay ach, our Saviour, how can theſe things be? that they 
- ſhould not tell him, we ſee this to be Bread and that to be Wine, 
and we ſee thy Body to be diſtinct from both ;, we ſee thy Body 
not broken , aud thy Blood zot ſhed. 

From all which it muſt necds be very evident , to any mau 
that will impartially conſider things , how little reaſon there 1s 
ro underſtand ſe words of our Saviewr, this is my Body, 
and this is my Blood, i» the ſenſe of Tranſubſtantiation ; nay 
on the contrary , that there 15 very great reaſon and an evident 
meceſſity to underftand them otherwiſe. I proceed to ſhew, 


ANSWER. 
= >>> er be Beſides, if we Conſider that our” Lord celebrated this Sa- 


and his blood Crament before bis Paſſion, it 1s impoſſible that theſe words 
being! poured ſhould be underſtood otherwiſe than properly,of the real Body 


out for the re- 


miſſion of ſins, and Blood of Chriſt z becauſe it was his Body broken, and his 
vefore he was Blood p_— out, Which he gave to his Diſciples, which if 


Crucified, . . 
the Senſe 5 the We #pderftand as figurative only of hjs natural- Body broken, 


Realicy. and hjs Blood ſhed, then theſe words, this is my Body which is 
broken, and this 1s my Blood which 1s ſhed, conld not be true, 
becauſe bis natural, organized,and viſible Body was then whole 

«7 vke 22. 19,20, 71d unbroken, and its Blood not- then ſhed; yet that very 

This is my Body, Body as broken 1n the. Sacrament was. ſaid tobe * then 


for yon foen given for them, that very Blood as there poured out: 


enſenr renle. ' | . . 
ated: Was ſaid then to be poured out for the: remiſſion of ſins 


of Inſtirurin T berefore it was a propitzatory Sacrifice , although offered 
as recited by the before, as well as after Chriſt had ſuffered, to Pay the full 


ather two Fvan- 


eeliſts, all inche Price of our Redemption, becauſe its whole nature did 
preſent. tenſe, conſiſt 


FOR STUDY PURPOSES ONLY. UNAUTWORIZHD REPRODUCTION FORBT DDRN . 
Microfilm of & copy in 


- 


Tranſubſtantiation Defended. | 53 


conſiſt in the relation which it had to the Sacrifice that 
was offered up for us upon the Croſs, from which it re- 
. ceived allits vertue: 1c was very poſlible therefore for 
our Lords Diſciples to underſtand theſe words properly , - be- 
cauſe although they plainly ſaw that what be gave them had 
the Species of Bread and Wine, yet they believed him, 
when he ſaid that it was his Body that was given for 
them, although his Body at the ſame time gave what was 
given ;, his Body broken and his Blood poured out for then, 
although they ſaw bim alive at that very time, and beheld bis 
Body whole aud unpierced,, becauſe he had plainly told them 
ſo, who had the Words of eternal Life, and could not; de- 
ceive them ; and for this reaſon they could not but under- 
ftand his words properly : Otherwiſe, can we imagin thas 
the Diſciples, who upon all other occaſions were ſo full of que- 
ſtions and objettions, if they could have conceiv'd that theſe 
words were to be underſtood in a parabolical or improper 
Senſe, would not have deſired an Explication of them 
of our Lord , as they did of other- Parables, which were 
more eaſy to be underſtood, than theſe words, in ſuch 2 
Senſe ? nor ſo much as ask our Saviour, how can theſe things 
be ? That they ſhould not tell him, we ſee This to be Bread, and 
That to be Wine, and we ſee thy Body to be diſtin#t from both ;, we 
ſee thy Body not broken, and thy Blood n9t ſhed; what therefore 
ſhould be the mezning of theſe words?or that our Saviour the 
true Guid,and greateſt Lover of Souls,or any of his Apoſtles. 
after him,ſhould never. have given any Explanation of them? 
I have already ſhewed, in anſwer to the Author, that 
the words of our Lord , This. is my Body,. could not..ac- 
cording to the Rules of Human Diſcourſe, be taken Figu- « 
ratively, ſo as to Signifie this. Is a Sign. of my Body , 
unleſs the Apoſtles had bin before-hand prepared to. un-- 
derſtand them as ſo : There are no words Recorded by 
any of the Evangeliſts. to. diſpoſe them. to believe the. 
words in ſuch a ſenſe,- nor any indeed, that relate to.the. 
matter , unleſs it be ſome ſayings of our Lord in. the: 
Sixth Chapter of Saint Fobns Goſpel, that were delivered: 
before the Inſtitution of the Euchariſt, which I-ſhall, ra 
conſider 
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conſider, for the further Clearing of the Point, as alſo 
e-22.1) thoſe words of Saint Luke, This do in remembrance of me, 
uſed by our Lord, at the time of the Inſtitution ; and 
prove that none of theſe expreſſions do at all favor our Ad- 

verſaries Figurative Senſe, but the clean contrary. 
ep oAa} We Read in the Sixth Chapter of Saint Foh#'s Goſpel, 
iterprzted 2s ENAt Our Saviour had prepared the minds of his Diſciples 
ing ro the before-hand, by two great Miracles, both which tended 
ment. towards the ſtrengthning of their Faith in the Sacred Eu- 
 \Fom.5. to chariſt 3 the *Former being a Figure of this Sacrament, 
mY” ſince in it he multiplied Five Loaves, ſo as to make them 
feed five thouſand perions, altho* the fragments which re- 
mained filled twelve baskets, and were more in quantity 
than the five Loaves were at the firſt ; ſo that they needed 
not. to doubt, but he could feed as many thouſands as he 
pleas'd with his own precious Body, exhibited under the 
Species of Bread, in the bleſſed Sacrament, and yet his 
v.22, Body be ſtillone andthe ſame : The latter ſhewing them, 
that he could Convey his Body how and whither he 
' Pleaſed, which made them ask him, when they ſaw him 
on the other ſide the Seca, without taking Ship at the ſhore, 
Og Rabbi, when cameſt thou hither? Then he proceeds to 1in- 
ſtruct them in Three of the greareſt Myſteries of Religion. 
1. His Incarnation, or coming down from Heaven, and 
taking Human Fleſh upon him; from verſe 27. where he 
alſo gives them a hint of the bleſſed Sacrament, that meat 
that perifheth not, tov. 51. 2. The Real Preſence of his 
Body, and Manducation thereof, in the Sacrament (which 
wonderful Preſence there, the Fathers did ever compare - 
' tothe Incarnation it ſelf ) from v.51, tov.59. 3. The 
Aſcenſion is mentioned, to Prove the two former My ſte- 

ries. v, 62. 

Our Faviour, having, ſtyled himſclf the Bread of Life, 
towards the beginning of the Diſcourſe of the [ncarnation, 
v. 33, and 35. after ſome Explication made of this, Repeats 
it again twice, v. 49, and 51, to inculcate it the better 
into his Diſciples minds: And then inſtructs them how 


they ſhould be partakers of this Bread ; not by believing 
only 
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only, that the Son of God came down from Heaven, and 

was made Man,taking upon him Human Fleſh, but by teed- 

ing upon his Fleſh in the Sacrament, which being a deep 

Myſtery, that they might not doubt of the truth of it, he 

explainzto them what he meant, when he ſaid. v. 51. /am 

the living Bread which came down from Heaven, if any man 

eat of me, he ſhall live for ever ;, not by telling them, that 

by this Bread 1s meant the Doctrin, which he taught, or 

that by, eating this Bread, is to be underſtood, the believing 

of this DoCtrin, ina Metaphorical or Parabolical Senſe, as 

the Socinians , and Sacramentarizns fondly imagin ; or in 

like manner as he Explained the Parable of the Sower that "12:4 

Sowed good Seed, telling them that rhe Field is the World, 

the good Seed are the Children of the Kingdom; or as when 

he had ſaid , 1 have meat toeat which ye kyow not of , he ex- 

plained himfelf by ſaying, my Meat js ro do the Will of him #4: 3%» 3: 

that ſent me, putting the Predicate in the place of the Sub- | 

ject in the manner before hinted, and ſaying, the Bread 

ismy Word or the Doctrin that I teach ; but quite other- 

wile , he allures them, that the Bread, that he will give Tens. 51, 

them, 1s by Fleſh, which he promiſeth to give for the life of 

the world, and which , by an. Elegant Metaphor , Chrilt 

calleth Bread, becauſe 1t was to afford nouriſhment to the 

Soul and Body both, in a Spiritual manner in the Sacra- 

ment, as the ordinary Bread, was to nouriſh the Body, . 

in a carnal manner, by way of corporeal digeſtion , out of 

the Sacrament : And there is no doubt but the Jews under- 

ſtood our Lord in a proper Senſe, when they ſaid, v. 52. 

How can this Man give #s his fleſh to eat? Our Saviour did 

not anſwer this doubt, by telling them, (as heeaſily might 

have done in: the Sacramentarian way) that no more was 

meant but believing ſtedfaſtly in his Death, and applying 

to themlelves the merits of it , and which Explication he 

would have certainly given them, then, or afterwards, by 

Himſelf or by = Diſciples, if no more had bin meant than 

ſo; as hedid inthe caſe of Parables, leſs difficult tounder- 

ſtand, than this would have bin, if it had bin by our Lord 

propoſed as one; but proceeds, to deliver this profound 
Myſtery 
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Myſtery to them, in more expreſs words, ufing a vehe- 


/ 53 +5 ment Alleveration to confirm the truth of it : Yerily, verily - 


* zAnIDS. 


* \ec the Authos 
titics, infra, 


V 41s 
V. $2. 


I ſay unto you, except ye eat the Fleſh of the Son of: man, and 
arink_ his Blood, ye have no life in you : Whofo eateth m 
Fleſh, and drinketh my Blood, bath eternal Life, and I will raiſe 
him up at the laſt day : For my Fleſh is * truly meat, my 
Blood us truly drink, He that eateth my Fleſh, and drinketh my 
Blood, dwelleth in me, and I in him: As the living Father 
bath ſent me , and I live by the Father : So he that eateth me, 
even he ſball live by me : This is that Bread which came down 
from Heaven ; not as your Fathers did eat Manna, and are 
Dead: He that 9904 of this Bread (hall lrve for ever : All 
which words, being uſed by our Lord, toclear the doubr, 
and anſwer that Queſtion of the Jews, How can this man 
give us his Fleſh to eat ? I cannot imagin, how the Real Pre- 
ſence of Chriſts Body, and its Manducation in the Sacra- 
ment, could have bin more fully Aſſerted, in order to the 
diſpoſing of his Diſciples to believe the Senſe of the Reali- 
ty, when he ſhould Inſtitute his bleſſed Sacrament : And 
ſ{othe * Fathers interpret this place: And do not ſay, that 
the Manna, mentioned in the $8 verſe, which was mira- 
culouſly ſent from Heaven, was a Type of ordinary Bread, 
made by the Hands of Men, and ſet upon the Table, which 
is of a far more Ignoble Nature and leſs Significant, than 
the Manna which thus came down from Heaven ; but of 
the Real Body of Chriſt in the Sacrament, which was the 
true Bread from Heaven, that nouriſhed to Immortality : 
After our Saviour had ſpoke thus to them, many of the 
Diſciples themſelves, ro whom Chriſt did not think fit as 
yet to reveal the manner of feeding upon his Body in the 
Bleſled Sacrament, thinking that he meant, that his Body 
was to beeaten ina groſs manner, like the Capernazrtes, cried 
out, this s a hard ſaying, who can hear it ? To whom, as well 
as to the Jews, who betore are ſaid to murmur at him z be- 
cauſe he ſaid, 1 am the Bread which came down from Heaven ; 
and that ask., how this Man could give them his Fleſh to eat ? our 
Lord replies ,doth this off end you,and then clears the DoCtrins 


to them, as far as he judg'd convenient for the confirmation 
- of 
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of ſuch high Myſteries, about which they were toexerciſe a 


ſtrong and a lively Faith, by ſaying thus, v. 62. What and if 


ye ſhall ſee the Son of Man aſcend up where he was before ? Asif 
he ſhould have ſaid, if you do not yet believe, that the 
Son of Man came down from Heaven, yet when you ſee 
him aſcend thither again, you will be more ready to be- 
lieve, that it was really God who came down, took Fleſh 
and dwelt amongſt you ; which Solution had relation 
chiefly to the former of the Myſteries, viz. his Lncarnati- 
on ; but withal inſinuates, that ſuch as believe not his 
words touching the holy Sacrament, and think it impoſli- 
ble for him, to give his Body to be eaten in ſo many places 
at once, being yet on Earth, would be much more Scanda- 
lized and Tempted after they ſaw or knew hun to have 
Aſcended into Heaven. A 
Therefore, toclear the latter Myſtery, and Solve their 
doubt, who thought, like the Capernattes, that Chriſt 
was to have cut pieces of fleſh from his body, and 10 have given 
them to beeaten , or that thought his Body to. be that of 
a mere Man, he tells them, v. 63. 7t z the Spirit that quick- 
neth, the Fleſh profiteth nothing , that is, the Fleſh, which 
he had told them before that they muſt eat, altho' not in 
the groſs manner, without the Spirit proficerh nothing ; not 
but that by the Spirit quickning it, it profits very much z 
Suitable to that of St. Paul. 1 Cor.8.1. Knowledge puſfeth up, 
but Charity edifieth, that is, Knowledge without Charuy 
puffeth up, altho' when Charzty 1s joyned with it to enliven 
It, it edifies, and Charity it felt edifieth by Knowledge : For 
if theſe words of Chriſt were to be taken in the Senle of the 
Sacramentarians, they would derogateno leſs from his Incar- 
nation, Manhood and Death, than from the Real Preſence 
of his Body in the Sacrament, in all which, without doubt, 
the fleſh profiteth very much : Wherefore, 'our Lord goes 
on totell them here, that, the words, which be [pake- unto 
them, were Spirit and Life, therefore not to be underſtood 
in the groſs carnal, Senſe, before mentioned, which ſome 


$7 


of tis Diſciples took them in: For it is the uſe of the. 


Scripture, to call Mans nafaral Senſe, carnal ;Reaſaning, 
TOE, br WE IS || - aud 
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and reſiſting, or not reaching to the belief of Supernatural 
Truths, Fleſh and Blood, as, Matth. 16.17. Fleſh and blood 
revealed not this to thee, &c. but, the words, that I ſpeak unto 
you, they are Spirit and Life ;, therefore, not to be carnally 
underſtood : But as by the Word of God, the World was. 
Created, and Nature hath been, ſince, often chang'd; ſo, 
there is no doubt but Chriſt could, by it, change the 
Bread into his Body, as he did daily, by ordinary Natu- 
* 7.4. Gregorium ral Nutrition g but, * here in a ſupernatural way. Our 
Mia 13/4 Lord, therefore, ſaid unto them, that their Fathers did 
Eat Manna, in the Wilderneſs, which was but a Type of 
this Heavenly Manna in the Sacrament, and yet they did. 
Spiritually feed upon Chriſt the Meſlias ; for it'is ſaid, 
1 Cor. 10. 3, 4. That , they did all eat the ſame Spiritual 
Meat, and did all Drink the ſame Spiritual Drink; for they 
Drank of that Sprritual Rock that followed them, and thar 
Rock, was Chriſt, and yet they are Dead, all of them a Tem- 
poral, ſome of them an Eternal Death alſo ; and thoſe of 
them which now live the Life Eternal, received this Life 
from the Son of God, who hath nl tu us the Antitype 
of that Manna which the Children of. Iſrael did eat, viz. 
his own Body in the Sacrament, ſomething of a far more. 
excellent nature to feed upon, which will be to our Bodies, 
as well as to our Souls the Seed of Immortality, the In- 
ſtrument, and Pledge of our Reſurrection, Aſcenſion , 
and Glorification. Yet as our Lord ſaid to his Diſciples, 
there are ſome of you which believe not, ſo we may ſay ſtill 
of the Sacramentarians, who , notwithſtanding all that. 
Chriſt hath ſaid, will admit of nothing but Signs, and 
Fignres of — (whom nevertheleſs our Sa- 
viour hath no further inftrnted in any ſuch eaſie Senſe, 
as this, which might” certainly have prevented their re-- 
lapſe ag ivell ay that of the Jews, his Diſciples, and which. 
if atry fach Setife had been to be admitred, would moſt 
certainly have been given) that they will not behzeve our 
Lord, and therefore they go away and will walk no more. 

with him in the Communion of his Church. 
Having, tints, made it to appear, that theſe m_ _ 
rilts. 
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Chriſts Inſtitution , This 3s my Body, according to the The words, 734: 


Rules of human diſcourſe, ought to be taken ina proper 5p," nembrance 
Senſe, not only if conſidered in themſelves, but efpecially ' ' © 
if we regard what Chriſt hath ſaid before touching the 
Sacrament, to diſpoſe his Apoſtles thus to believe them ; 
it will neceſſarily follow , that thoſe words alſo of the 
Inſtitution, This do in remembrance of me ( which relate 
chiefly tothe Prieſts Power and Daty, as the other did to 
the Body of Chriſt inthe Sacrament, and which St. Paul 
_ explains in theſe words, As often as ye eat this Bread and 
drink this Cup ye ſhewthe Lords Death till he come, ) ought 
not to be confidered as a determination of the former words 
of the Inſtitution in a Figurative Senſe after the Sacramen- 
tarian way,. but asa Declaration of one great end of the 
Sacrament, viz. The calling to mind, and ſetting forth 
of Chriſts Deathtill he comes, which is ſo far from being 
a Reaſon to prove, that Chriſts Body is not Really there, 
that on the contrary, this Commemoration and Annun- 
_ ciation is founded upon the Real Preſence of Chriſts Sacri- 
ficed Body and Blood in this Sacrament ; ſince without 
this, it could not be done fo effeCtually in Chriſts Church 
as now it is. For , as the Jews, in eating the Peace- 
Offerings, did remember that they were ſlain for them ; 
ſo by Offering here the Real Body of Chriſt, after the 
manner of an unbloody Sacrifice, we commemorate , and 
ſet forth, in this lively Exemplar, that Bloody Sacrifice, 
which Chriſt himſelf offered in a different manner upon 
the Croſs, and receive the benefit thereof ; which we 
need not to queſtion, ſince he gives us daily of this Viftim 
to feed upon in the Bleſled Sacrament, tho' without the 
horror of Blood. Shall Chriſtians, then, under a pre. 
ten of Celebrating the Memory of the Paſſion in the 
Euchariſt, evacuate Chriſts Inſtitution, by taking away, 
from this pious Commemoration, that which, he out of 
his tender love, hath given us as moſt efficacious in it, 
for the good of our Bodies ( into which this Sacrifice of 
Chriſts Body being received, SanCtifies them, and 
 Confſecrates and prepares =—_ for a Glorious ReſurreCti- 
| & on 
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- on) as wells as for the good of our Souls ? Ought we not to 
conſider , that Jeſus Chriſt doth , not only Command 
us to remember him, but likewiſe that we ſhould do 
this by feeding upon his Sacramented Body and Blood, 
{ince he doth not ſay, that Bread and Wine ſhould be a 
Memorial of his Body and Blood, but that in doing what 
he preſcribes us to do, which 1s, that in Receiving his 
Body and Blood, we ſhould remember him? And. what 
more precious and liyely Memorial could he give to his 
Diſciples, and to all. his beloved Children , what hetter 
Legacy could he bequeath them , ar his departure out of 
the World,than this ? It the the Primitive Chriſtians were 
inflamed with Zeal and Devotion when they approach- 
ed:to the Monuments , where the Bodies only of Holy: 
Martyrs, lay Intombed ; more eſpecially, it they conld but 
touch' any of their precious Reliqus, being by this means 
ſtirred up to a Pious Memorial, and imitation of their 
Holy Lives and Deaths ; and therefore, did Religiouſly 
preſerve the ſmalleſt pieces, and even the Nails of that 
Croſs, upon which Chriſt ſuifkered, Commemorating 
thereby his Holy Paſſion ; how much more then ſhould 
our Memory, and Love be excited, when we approach 
to the Holy Altar, and know, that we Receive there, 
tho' veiled under the Sacred Symbols, the very Body and 
Blood of our Lord, who Sacrificed himſelf for us, en- 
livened and quickened by his Grace and Spirit ? 

-.cRext verrme | COuld now proceed to ſhew, for the farther confirma- 
of Chriſts Body £t1ON of what I have here alledged, from the Authority of 
'n the vacrament: Holy Scripture, that unleſs the words of St. Johns Goſpel 


=>, "4 rg above mentioned, as alſo the words of our Saviours Inſtitu- 
unleſs rhe Rel tion, be taken in the Senſe of the Reality or Tranſubſtan- 
rody be admit- Llation, that there is nov promiſe to be found, in Holy 
_s Writ, of any Spiritual vertue to accompany this Sacra- 
ment ; ſo that, our Adverſaries, whilſt they are ſo 
eager to oppoſe the Reality, do, as muchas in them lies, 
deſtroy the nature, and end of this Bleſſed Inſtitution, 
and have no argument at all to uſe againſt the Socimian, 


w ho denies the Real Yertue, as well as the ———__ 
of. 
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of Chriſts Body, in the Sacrament : Which is the realon; 

why, I do ſometimes term this Vertue, (which the An- 

thor, without ground conceives to be in this Ordinance, 

tho' ſeparate from Chriſts Real Body) Imaginary ; be- 

cauſe there is no reaſon to conclude the vertue of the 

Body tobe here, from Scripture, unleſs the Body be fo 

too ; not that I would derogate at all from the vertue of 
Chriſts Body, which by reaſon of the Hypoſtatical union 

is Infinite. But this task is already performed by a Lear- . 
ned Modern * Author : And the Reader may eaſily dif- | M: -4n-x* de 
cernthe Truth of what I have here allerted, by inſpeCting 1: t»;. 
fuch places of Holy Scripture as relate to this Sacrament, 7” *: 
into the number of which they will not allow the ſixth 
Chapter of St. Fohns Goſpel to be admitted. 

Having therefore thus explained thoſe places-of Holy 
Scripture which relate to the Bleſled Sacrament, as alſo 
thoſe other Forms of ſpeaking, both of Divine and Hu- 
man Authority, which the Author is pleas'd to compare 
with the Words of our Lords Inſtitution, and ſhew'd, 
upon comparing them together , that they will not at 
all fit his purpoſe, but prove the quite contrary to what 
he would have them to do : I (hall now ſum up ſuch of the 
Reaſons and Arguments for the underſtanding the Words, 
1n which our Saviour Inſtituted this Bleſſed Sacrament, 
in a proper Senſe ( as the Catholic Church expounds 
them) as are plainly deduced from the Nature and End 
of this Holy Inſtitution, and the Manner of expreſling it 
in Holy Scripture (which1 intreat the Chriſtian Reader 
ſerioully to conſider of ) and ſo. conclude this Head of 
Diſcourſe. 

1. Becauſe Chriſt the great Lover of Souls never ſpake Reaſons from 
to his Apoſtles and Diſciples in Figures and Parables which _—_— ws 
had any obſcurity or difficult Senſe, (eſpecially, if the Dif- the words of 1n- 
courſe related to the PraCtice of aneceſlary Duty ) with an © 
intention to keep them in Ignorancez but * that their * See Dr. Ham- 
humble and well diſpoſed minds might be the more exci- 7%" OTR 
ted and inflamed with a deſire of inquiring into and under- 

{tanding the true meaning of what hefaid, and that they 
| might 
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might the better retainit: And becauſe in all ſuch caſes, 
even of leſs difficulty than this of the Sacrament (as par- 
ticularly in-the Parable of the Sower of Seed, altho' 
ghe Myſtery, concerning the ſucceſs of the Goſpel which 
was herein prefigured , was not neceſſary for every one 
to know, as that of the Euchariſt was) Chriſt did fully 
explain himſelf to his Diſciples, who were alſo to in- 
ſtrut others. Therefore ſince the words of the Inſti- 
tution of the Bleſſed Sacrament , if underſtood Figura- 
tively, as the Proteſtants, and particularly the Author, 
would have them to be, muſt need be allow'd to be obſcure 
and difficult, becauſe they differ ſo much among themſelves, 
as well as from the | Catholic Church, about the meaning of 
them, and yet none of: the Evangeliſts nor St. Paul, al- 
tho' varying inexpreſling the Words of Inſtitution, have 
inſerted any words which in the leaſt explain the Senſe to 
be Figurative or Parabolical ; hence it follows, That the 
—_—_ hath great reaſon to underſtand them proper- 
Ye \ 

2. Becauſe now, juſt upon our Lords Paſſion, it was 
the Time for Figures and Shadows tovamſh,and for Truth 
and Reality to appear ; And our Lord was Inſtituting the 
Great Sacrament of Chriſtian Religion, he could not there- 


| fore ſpeak with too much force and efficacy, eſpecially, 


ſince he now ſpake to his Apoltles in private, to whom he 
was uſed, at ſuch times, to ſpeak very plainly. 
3- Becauſe Chriſt was making his Laſt Will and Teſta- 
ment,. which was to beexpreſled in ſuch plain and diſtinCt 
Terms; that there might be no juſt reaſon for his Children 
to contend about their Legacy : Andcan we be ſo unworthy 
as to imagin, that in this his Laſt and Kindeſt Bequeſt, 
he left us no more but a Morſel of Common dry Bread 
to cat, anda little ordinary Wine and Water to drink, 
in remembrance of him ; whereas a kind and good natur'd 
Man will leave his moſt precious Jewel to his dearFriend to 
remember him by.,whea he departs from him to take along 
Journy and tomake any conſiderable ſtay ? A good Father 


when he is to dye, thinks all his beſt Goods and Poſ- 
{ſeſſions 


Is 
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ſeſſions too little to leave his Children. He was alſode- 
hvering a Commandment to obſerve, which that it might 
be rightly executed, ought to be promulged in a manner 
very intelligible. 

4. Our Lord was near his Death, and therefore it was 
a time to avoid Obſcurity in Speech, fince he was not to 
continue any longer amongſt them to mterpret it. 

5. Our Saviour in the choice of theſe words had not on- 
ly regard to the Apoſtles, but he likewiſe ſpake them to 
all the Church in all ſucceeding Ages, and knew certainly, 
when he pronounced them, how they would always con- 
ſtrue them ; and yet, for the confirmation of the Senle 
of the Reality, did never ſuffer it to be call'd in queſtt- 
on ſo much as privately, for almoſt a Thouſand Years, 
when alſo the whole Body of his Paſtors who were endu'd (:) 752 Thec x- 
with extraordinary Light and Aſſiſtar.ce of his Holy Spi- tin pen 
rit, to enable them to interpret aright the Divine Milte- ral one ar. Nice, 
ries, had already juſt before in (a) Three Councils agreed earns fi 
upon this Senſe, as that which had been conſtantly receiv'd (b) ta the Coun- 
in the Church ever ſince our Saviours Time, and which {2 co, 
was more explicitly (b) declared againſt that one (c) Diſ- -e. T7 
ſenter who ſometime after appear'd againſt it, but was © 3749.47 


aſhamed of his Opinion and recanted, 


Laſtly, if we conſider, as hath been now fully prov'd, ©oelon of 
That all the places of Holy Scripture, as alſo all other diſcount. 
Forms of Human Diſcourſe which are alledged by our 
Adverſaries, as like to this of our Lords Inſtitution, are 
wholly different from ir,ſhewing themthe quite contrary to 
what they pretend them for, and that our Saviour did nei- 
ther before, at, or after the Inſtitution any ways prepare 
or diſpoſe his Diſciples tounderſtand theſe words in a Fi- 
gurative Sence, it muſt needs he very evident toany Man 
that will imparrtially regard things, that becauſe Chriſt 
ever ſpake reaſonably, and in a manner conformable to 
good Senſe, and his Power infinitely exceeds the capacity 
of our Minds ; therefore there is no Reaſon to wderſtand 
thoſe words of our Saviours, THIS IS MY BODY, 
and THISISMYBL a D in a Metaphorical Senſe, 
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as the Author and the Sacramentarians do, bat ar evi- 
dent neceſſity to believe them in that proper Senſe, which 
* neceſſarily inferreth Tranſubſtantiation, as the Catholic 
Church doth, ſince Scripture interpreted by the Rules 
of Human Diſcourſe, as alſo the Tradition and Authn- 
rity of this Church oblige us ſo to do : The latter of 
which is to be the Subject of the Second Part of the 
Anſwer to the Diſcourſe againſt Tranſubſtantiation, 


The 


—— 
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The Contents of the Firtt Part 
of the Anſwer to the Diſcourſe 
againſt Tranſubſtantiation. 


tr. }7 # ſhew'd that onr Adverſary doth not rightly ſtate 

the Point, . Page 1 
2. What is meant by Tranſubſtantiation. 4 
3. The Argument from Senſe ſhew'd to be Senſeleſs. 1hid. 
4. The Catholic Faith ts ridjcuPd by the Adver ſary. 7 


5. The Real Preſence and Tranſubſtantiation depends on Gods 


Feracity. 9 
6. No-Tranſubſtantiation an eArticle of Faith with our A4- 

verſaries, and eſtabliſhd with Penalties. 10 
7. The Method of the enſuing Diſcomſe. 11 


'S, The Neceſſity of "—xaqjat "4 owr Lords words in the 
7 


Senſe of the Real Preſence or Tranſubſtuntiation. 3 
9. Fhe Senſe of the Schoolmen corrupted, and their Proble- 
maticat Diſcourſe miſtaken for theiy Concluſion by the Ad- 


—_— : 2 1-46 
10. The Diſparity berween the Figurative Expreſſions 1n Ho- 
ly Seripture, and the words of Inſtitation, This is my Bedy, 
ſhews that the Latter are to be taken properly. 25, &C. 
1.1. Principles upon which the enſutng Dxſcourſe is pores 
; IDIA.. 

r2. How Catholics interpret the words of Inſtitution, and 
how Proteſtants. | P54 "AFP - 26 


| I 3. In what Se fe C athotics allow + Fignre in the Sacrament. 


28 


14+ Rules to judg of Metaphorical E xpreſſons by. 31, 2. 


15. The Application of the forgomg Rules : by which it appears, 
that thoſe merely Metaphorical Expreſſions of our Saviors 
being a Door, a Vſte,. &f, Are«-not at all like to the Form 
of Conſecration, This is my Body, 33, CC. 
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16. A Metaphor conveys no Spiritual Vertne. Page 36 

17. The Expoſition \ofPharaot: $ Dream doth not reſemble the 

Sacred words of Conſecration, T his is my Body. ibid, 

18, Diſtinttions and Rules for the following Diſcourſe of the 
Nature of Signs. tbid, 

7 = Application of the foregoing Rules and Diſtinftions, 37 

The Analogy which the words of Inſtuution, This is my 
"ads, might have to the Paſchal Form mm Scripture, or to thoſe 
Phraſes cited from Eſdras , or any of the Rabins, doth not 
prove that Chriſts words here, are taren Fi jpuratively and 
rot 3n a proper Senſe. 40 

. A Deeds beingcall'd a Conveyance doth not prove that 
ks words, This 15_ my Body , are not to be taken pro- 
perly.g* 46 

22, Texts -of Scripture examined, and prov'd not at all to fa- 
wvour the Senſe of the Author of the Diſcourſe againſt Tranſ- 
ſubſtantiation. 47 

23. Chriſt's Body being broken, and hus Blond being poured out, 
for the Remiſſion of Sims before he was Crucified, proves the 
Senſe of the Reality, or. ſubſtantiation. 52. 

24. The 6th Chapter of S. Taha s Goſpel mterpreted as rela- 
ting to the Bleſſed Sacrament . 54, KC. 

25. The words, Dothis in Remembrance of me, explain'd. 

9. 

26. The Real Vertue of Chriſts Body in the Sacrament _— 
be prov'd from Scripture, unleſs the Real Preſence of his $1.4 
it Fi be admitted. 

27. Further Reaſons from Scripture for the proper Senſe of vs 
words of Inſtitution, which neceſſarily bn ferreth i "_ 
ffantiation. 

28. The Concluſion of this Head of Diſcourſe upon Ps. in 
Authority for the Real Preſence and Tranſubſtintiation; and 
of the firft Part of the Anſwer to the Diſcour ſe againſt Trane 
ſubſtantiation. 63 


FINTS. 


, FOR STUDY PURPOSES ONLY. UNAUTHORTZED REPRODUCTION FORBIT DDEN . 
Microfilm of a oopy in 


The Newberry Library - Chicago 10- Illinois 


- \ 


Sa. 


od 


